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Tentative Proposals regarding the Publication 
of War Grimes Trial Reports 
by the Commission* 

Draft prepared by Dr. Schwolb 
(Submittea by the Secretariat for the 
Consideration of Sir Robert Craigie.) 


1. The Comnission to publish, for the use by serious students of Internatior r 
Law and Politics annotated summaries of trials of war criminals, to be prepared 
by the Secretariat from the material submitted to it by the respective nations' 
offioes and to be approved by the Commission, the prooedure for giving the 

■> approval being outlined under Nos. 3 and. 4 below. 

2. The publication should aim at oovering all the trials of other than "ma.-i'"' 
war criminals" regarding which the neoessary information will be available. 1 
the case of trials where the facts are simple and no legal problems are involve- 
the summary could be very short, possibly one page or even less. In the case 
of more important trials the annotated sunonary will be on the lines of the 
sample summary circulated as Doc. C.199 (Teleua" Case). Another saaple of the 
envisaged report, arranged somewhat differently, is the paper on the oase of 
the United States v. General Dostler (Trial and Law Reports Series No.14*) 

3. A small Committee to be appointed consisting of the Chairman of the 
CoPTnirsion and two or three members of the Commission with power to oo*©pt 
representatives of interested National authorities. Dr. Sohwelb to aat a« 
Secretary to this Committee, with the services of the Research and Legal 
Staff available to assist in its work. 

The terms of reference of this Comrdttee to be, within the framework of 
the general policy laid down by the Comnission, 

to decide the order in whioh the summaries are to be prepared and 
published, 

to deoide, whioh trials shall be reported and analysed extensively, 

(on the lines of the two samples) ana which shall be recorded only 
summarily, 

to approve the draft aummric u prepared by the Secretariat, 

to advise the Uommission on matters of polioy, 

exercising its functions under No. 3(a),(b) and (o) the Committee 
should consult the members of the Comnission representing those States, the 
oourts of whioh have rendered the decisions to be published (if they are not 
already members of the Committee). 

No publication should be undertaken against the wish of the member 
representing the State, whose oourt lias given tho decision. 

5. Tho English edition of the nnnedated summaries to be printed and 
published for the Commission by His Majesty's Stationery Offioe. 


o 


(a) 

0 >) 


(o) 

(*) 

When 










6. The question of the translation into other languages and of the public¬ 
ation in other countries xe quizes special arrangements. 

7. The uieiiibei govexiuuenus win, ox course, oe lree to publish, in addition 
to the proposed annotated ax^euiois, auihuiiaea oy tne Commission, more exten¬ 
sive and fuller reports. 

The Commission, having finished its annotated summary, should be prepare< 
to place the material iclaLlxig to each individual case at the disposal of a 

reputed publishing firm t« iv> wi+h tl. . •« .f the intoreatc'. 

government and under the terms stipulated by that government, which would under 
take to publish fuilex- xepox ls under the genexal supervision and co-ordination 
of the Commission. 

8. The Commission to be prepared to assist reputable publishing firms or 
journalists in the editing and publication of more popular editions for the 
publio at large, in co-operation with tiie national, governments concerned. 

Note: So far information on the following numbers of trials of 

war criminals has been made available to the Commission: 


British: 73, 
United States, , 
Canadian, 1, 
Australian, 1, 
Czechoslovak, 3, 
Polish, 2, 


(See the Synopsis of Docs. Misc,12, 12(A), 17, 22, 28 and 29.) 











UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION. 


COMMUTED III. 


General Propositions defining the term " Crimes against Hvonagit^r" 
under the Charterg aT the International M ilitary Tribunaln and 
the Control Council Law No.10. 


Note: In its meeting held on 7th March 1946, Committee I 

decided to refer to Committee III the Czechoslovak case 
No.2553, (Christoph Manner) for examination as to whether 
this particular crime should be considered as a orime 
against humanity and for what reasons. The short 
statement of facts and the particulars of the alleged 
orime oonmitted by Christoph Manner are reproduced in 
Doc,IIl/3G, which is appended to this paper. 

In the meeting of Committee I held on 14th Maroh 1946, 
Conmittee I decided to refer to Committee III the question 
as to whether or not crimes involved in the Yugoslav cases 
Nos,1323 and 1462, (Tringoli-Cseanucva and others; Bargonzi 
and others), should be considered as orimes against humanity 
and for what reasons. The faots of these cases are 
reproduced in Doc.IIl/32 and an annex to it. 

In its meeting held on 28th March 1946, Committee I 
referred to Committee III the Czechoslovak case No,2677, 
(Dressier and others) to advise whether or not the facts 
alleged as far as they relate to the proceedings in 
London in September 1939, should be considered crimes 
against humanity and for what reasons. The faots of the 
case 2677 are reproduced in Doc.IIl/35, 

When discussing the first of the oases mentioned above. 
Committee III came to the conclusion that, before examining 
the individual cases referred to it and giving its opinion 
on them, it would be necessary to examine the notion "orimes 
against humanity" both historically and dogmatically, to 
attempt a definition of this notion, and to formulate some 
general statements on it. 

The Legal Officer, Dr.Sohwolb, was charged with the 
collection of the material and the preparation cf a paper on 
the subject. This material was presented to Committee .til 
in Doc.IIl/33. The sumnary of the paper containing some 
general prupoBi Lions was thoroughly discussed by Committee 
III and eventually the Ccxxitttee, in its meeting held on 28th 
May 1946, agreed upon the "General Propositions defining the 
term "Crimes against Humanity" under the Charters of the 
International Military Tribunals and the Control Council Law 
No,10", vhich are reproduced below. 

In applying paragraph 6 of these General Propositions to 
the first of the above mentioned cases (Christoph Manner), 
(for the facts see the attached document III/ 30 ), the 
Committee oame to the unanimous opinion that additional 
information should be nroduced showing that the crime 
attributed to Christoph Manner is one instonoc of a number of 
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crimcs that were committed on “a similar pattern' 1 within the 
meaning of paragraph 6 of the General Propositions. 

Committee III therefore had to adjourn the case and postpone 
the rendering of its opa.nxon until this additional information 
is forthcoming, 

Simuitrnoouoly, '.'emtree _II decided to asX 
representatives on this Commission of other countries th 1 '" 
Czechoslovakia to inform the Committee of crimes comitted on 
a similar pattern on their territory or against their nationals. 

With regard to the Yugoslav 0 O. 00 ,. anu 1 t+b2, the 

Yugoslav representative declared that he was preparing 
additional charges concerning similar crimes which v/ould illus¬ 
trate the scope of the criminal activities of this type. On 
his proposal the consideration of the Yugoslav cases was ad¬ 
journed by Committee III until this additional material will 
be before the Committee, 

The consideration of the Czec oeiovak case Np„ 2677 was, 
on the proposal of the Czechoslovak representative, also 
adjourned because the Czechoslovak representative intends *o 
present to the Committee additional information about the kind 
of threats used. 

For the reasons aforementioned, Committee III could not 
conclude its considerations of the four individual cases 
referred to it, but it decided to place before the Commission 
as a preliminary report tne general propositions defining the 
term "crimes against humanity" at which it had arrived, 

1. According to the basic documents (Charter of the International 
Military Tribunal annexed to the Four-Power Agreement of 8th August 1945 
as rectified by the Berl'r* Protocol of 6th October 1945/ the Control 
Council Law No, 10; the Charter of the International Military Tribunal 
for the Far Fast), crimes aguiust humanity may consist in the violation 

( x ) 

either of the laws and customs of war v ' 

or of positive municipal provisions of criminal lav/, 

or of the general principles of criminal law as 

derived from the criminal law of all civilizod 
nations. 

2. Under the basic documents there arc two different type" of crimes 
against humanity which, with a few exceptions, are subject to the same 
provisions, namely: 




(a) crimes of the murder type, (murder, extermination, 
enslavement, deportation and other inhumane note,) 
The words n other inhumane acts" may be hold.to cover 
only serious crimes of a character similap to 
murder, extermination, enslavement and deportation - 
eiusdem generis rule of interpre iutionf 


(h) It might be argued that in a purely scientific system, violations 
of the laws and customs ofvur should not be included in the term 
"crimes against humanity", which should be restricted to such 
offences as do not fall under the term of violations of the laws 
and customs of v/ar, but the Cor.cuit tee's task is to interpret the 
basic documents. 
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(b) persecutions (on political and racial, under the Charter 
of 8tn August 1945 , also religious, grounds). 

3. The Charter of the European International Military Tribunal (Art.6.) 
and the Charter of the International Military Tribunal for the Par East 
(Art.*;) start from the basic asaunptinn that the major wrr criminals 
committed crimes against humanj ty mating in the ol tile European 

Axis Countries, or in the interest nf the Japanese '.tot effort ("For 
Eastern War Criminals"), as the case may be, 

Thi» assumption la not i-ood in the local law of Com,-my, 1 Id 
down by the Control Council LnvrNo.10 f 0 r criminals ether than j.-ujor war 
criminals. 


4« Under the terms of the Charters of the International Military Tribunals 
"crimes against humanity" of the murder type are offences committed 
against civilian populations. 



Grimes against members of belligerent forces are outside the scope 
of this type of crime; as regards crimes of the persecution type, the 
Committee assumes that the intention is to exclude also this type of 
crime, though the wording is not quite clear, 

5. "Persecutions" constitute crimes against humanity only if 

perpetrated on politioal and racial (under the European Chcxter also 
roligious) grounds. In the case of the major war criminals it is a 
further condition that "persecutions" be in execution of or in connection 
with any crime vdthin the jurisdiction of an International Military 
Tribunal, (i,e. crimes against peace, violations of the laws and customs 
of war, crimes ageinst humanity of the murder type). 


6. Isolated offences do not fall within the notion. As a rule 
systematic mass action, particularly if it can be shown to be authorita¬ 
tive, will be necessary to transform a common crime, punishable merely 
under municipal law, into a crime against humanity which thus becom< s 
also the concern of International Law. Only crimes which either by 
their magnitude and savagery or by their great number or by the fact 
that a similar pattern is applied at different times and places, endanger 
the international community or shock the conscience of mankind, warrant 
intervention by States other than that on vthooe territory the crimes have 
been committed, or whose subjects have become their victims, 

7, It is irrelevant whether a crime against humanity has been committed 
oefore or during the war. 

8, Hie nationality of the viotims is' irrelevant, 

9. Not only the ringleaders, but also the actual perpetrators of 
orimes against humanity are oriminally responsible. 

10. It is irrelevant whether or not a crime against humanity has been 
ccmnitted in violation of the lex loci, 

11, A crime against humanity can be committed by enacting legislation 
which orders or permits crimes against humanity, e.g. unjustified killing, 
deportations, racial discrimination, suppression of civil liberties, eto. 












m/30. 

8th starch. 1946, 

UNITED NATIONS WAR CaoMEiS COMMISSION. 

COMMITTEE III. 


■ine Oaechosl-vaK: Case No.2bl>3. (Christoph Manner.) 

Referred to Ccannlttee ITT. 

On the 26th February, the Czechoslovak Representative on the United 
Nations T or Crimes Commission presented to the Commission a charge against 
Christoph MANNER, Gauhauptstellenleiter and member of the SS, for the 
alleged orime of deportation of oivilians committed on 22nd September, 1938 
in bohemia. 

The short statement of facts and the particulars of alleged crimes 
contained in this charge are as follows: 

On the ^2nd September 1938, the accused,with the assistance of 
others, kidnapped a man working with the Czechoslovak police, 
transported him from Czechoslovakia over the frontier to C e rmany 
and delivered him there to the Gestapo. 

The accused, up to the incorporation of the so-called "Sudeten- 
gebiet", held a high position in the Henlein Party and in 1940 
became a member of the SS. Since 1933 he worked as an agent of 
the German Intelligence Service (Gestapo) in the border regions 
of Bohemia. 

Armand Goldreich fled from Germany to Czechoslovakia where he 
found asylum as a political refugee. He assisted the Czecho¬ 
slovak police especially in unmnskina nersons nosing as refugees 
who, however, were actually sent by the Nazis to Czechoslovakia 
for spying purposes. 

On September 22nd, 1938, near the border of Bohemia, the accused 
arranged, by order of the Gestapo, an attack on Armand Gddreich 
and, with the assistance of some other unknown perpetrators, 
kidnapped and transported him across the Czechoslovak border to 
Germany, where he delivered him to the Gestapo. 

At that tine, just a week before Munich and during the days of 
Czechoslovakia's mobilisation, Germany intensified her Y/ar of 
Nerves policy by provoking an increased number of incidents in 
the border regiens of Bohemia in order to maintain a permanent 
state of unrest and to create pretexts for the intended invasion. 
Moreover, the crime under consideration aimed at lowering the 
prestige of the Czechoslovak authorities as well as at terrorising 
German refugees. 

As evidence the respective file of the Ministry of Interior in Prague 
is referred to. 

In its meeting held on 7th March 1946, Committee I decided to refer 
the case to Committee III for examination as to whether this particular 
crime should be considered as a crime against humanity and for wnat reason. 
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UNITED NATIONS WAR C HI MES COMMISSION. 

RET CRi 

I * 

by the Special Ad Hoc Committee npnrvintr>d on Hth Mrvrci' 1 

and 

by Committee III 

on the question of the criminality of German officers who 
sentenced to death as alleged deserters French nationals from 

Alsace Lorraine. 


o 


NOTE: The Commission, considering the report submitted 

by Committee ni on the question of the criminality of 
German officers who sentenced to death as alleged deserters 
from the German Amy, French nationals from Alsace-Lorraine, 
(Doc,C.174), decided on 13 th March 1946 to appoint a special 
Ad Hoc Committee for the consideration of that case,(M.99). 

The Special Committee thus appointed, consisted of M.de ®aer, 
Sir Robert Craigie, Professor Gros, Colonel Hodgson and 
Dr, Mayr-Harting, Dr.Sohwelb to act as its secretary. 

In the meeting of Orwri+too III hold On 26th March 1946 
(Committee III Minutes No.7/46), the Committee unanimously 
agreed to a proposal made by Sir Robert Craigie to the 
effect that Committee III itself should prepare the redraft 
of its report, ntfiich might then be seen by the Ad Hoc G ommittee. 

Acting according to this deoision, Committee III, in its 
meeting held on 7th May 1946, unanimously adopted the redraft 
of its report C.174, which is printed below. Ccranittee III 
then submitted its second report to the Special Ad Hoc 
Committee whioh expressed its agreement, tlhen it had t >en 
circulated to its members, Professor Gros, who is at present 
in Paris, did not take' port in the deoision and ocmmunicated 
to the Committee his view, that, as the representative of the 
Government v/hich had asked for the opinion of the Commission, 
it was not upon him to take part in the deoision. 

The re-drafted report on the oase is herewith circulated 
to the members oi the Commission as the unanimous report both 
of the Special Ad Hoc Corrittoe appointed on 13th March 1946, 
and of Committee III.' 

I. In a letter from the Director of the French Enemy War Crimes Research 

Office to the French representative on the United Nations War Crimes 
Commission, the wish was expressed that the matter dealt with in that 
letter should bo examined by the United Nations War Crimes Commission and 
a statement of principle sought. The letter is concerned with war 
crimes coimitted in Czechoslovakia. The ftpinion has been expressed by a 
French authority that the Czechoslovak Government is competent to deal 
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vdth the nr.se. In the letter fror. thw Dxxectar at’ the itoeay War Crimes 

Researoh Office, this view is dissented from and it is stated that the 
French Office is competent, the victims being French nationals fmn 
Alsace-Lorraine, 

The problem of substantive lav/ involved is that of French citizens 
f r'ji Alaae j-Ltrrainc :rliat 1 in the ^r.en Any bj '’area who then 
deserted, ■were sentenced as deserters and shot under a sentence. It is 
stated in the letter th*t the responaibi tity *Vv the enlisting +h^ 

»!emt>n A rmy, lr disrar"rd «f Tnt^rnati nal La’?, of BVonoh iialionulo from 
A1 sooe-Lorraine belongs to tho loader? of the vx-fl.ich, tc the members 
of the General Staff ard to the Gauleiter of Alsace-Lorraine, Wagner. 

The question is put to what extent the members of the German Mill Lay 
Courts are responsible who acted as regular judges and awarded sentences 
as provided by the German Military Code in cases of a soldier deserting 
from the German Amy, even if the deserter were an Alsotion, 

The French document further states that, in judging the responsibility 
of the officers and men of whom these courts were composed, the fact must 
be borne in mind that they could not be ignorant of the Alsatian origin of 
the accused. The enlistment of these men in disregard of International 
Law, a fact which must oertainly have been pointed out by the defence, 
should have secured to the accused a high measure of extenuating circum¬ 
stances, It seems, however, that the German military courts judged the 
cases of Alsatian desorters with particular severity, 

II, With regard to the question of jurisdiction involved in the case, 

the Commission refers to the judgment of the Permanent Court of Inter¬ 
national Justioe in the case of SS "Lotus" (France v, Turkey,) decided in 
3927 which lays down the general principles of International law 
regarding the jurisdiction of independent States in criminal matters. 

In this judgment, the Court stated that in oxeroising jurisdiction, 
International law leaves States a "wide measure of discretion"; that 
where there is no prohibitive rule of International law, "every State 
remains free to adopt the principles which it regards as best and most 
suitable"; that "all that can be required of a State is that it shoi Id 
not overstep the limits which International law places upon its juris¬ 
diction"; that "within these limits, its right to exercise jurisdiction 
rests in its sovereignty"; that the so-called territoriality of criminal 
law'is not an absolute principle of International law"; that any 
oxception of the right of States to exercise jurisdiction must be 
"conclusively proved" and that as municipal jurisprudence is divided, * 
is hardly possible to soe in it an indication <f the existence in 
International ]^iw of a rule restricting the criminal jurisdiction of a. 

State to crimes committed'on Its territory, 

Tlic judgment in the ‘Lotus" case deals with criminal Jurisdiction in 
general. In the case of pirates and, in the opinion of the Commission, 
also of war criminals, every independent State has, under International 
law, jurisdiction to punish pirates and war criminals in its custody 
regardless of the nationality of the victim or the place where the 
offence was committed, particularly in cases where, for some reason, 
the criminal would otherwise go unpunished. 

In addition to the jurisdiction of tl.e Czechoslovak courts, which 
would be based on the fact that the crimes have been committed on 
Czechoslovak territory, there is, therefore, no obstacle in International 
law, to the courts of other countries also claiming jurisdiction, e.g, 
French oourts, because French nationals have been the victims of war 
crimes committed outside France, or the courts of the country in whoso 
custody the criminals arc, on the basis of tho universality of juris¬ 
diction over war crimes. 






In crises such as outlined in the French document, concurrent 
jurisdiction is, therefore, possible under International law. 

III. As to the possible question to whon the criminals should be 

surrendered, the Commission feels that it is not oossiblo to give any 
general ruling ns long or the r.commendation contained in Doc.C. 123 has 


no 


. i 


>iuii er reject,/.. oy Luo intuiuoltu pax vaL«x., 


nol appropriate to give a general opinion as long as it is possible 
ilii.w //..*, ./ill ww oo c.oL i. ■.i io,bl Lx.. Lex xi. uot/ux^tu 

cases. 


TV, The question of substantive lnvx hag also been raised in ..’hat 

circumstances menders of a German Military Court can be considered to be 

f uilty of a war crime if they tried French nationals from Alsace-Lorraine 
"dos Alsacicns-Lorroins ettoyuns frencais"), for desertion in consequence 
of the fact that they were, contrary to International Law, compulsorily 
enlisted into the German Army, 

Tnc Commission examined in the first instance whether Alsace- 
Lorraine was, contrary to International Law, annexed by Germany after 
its occupation in 19A0. As there existed no Roich lav/ incorporating 
Alsace-Lorraine into the German Reich and as there was no general 
conferment of German nationality on the French nationals inhabiting 
Alsace-Lorraine, tiie Commission is of the opinion that, even under 
German law, nothing could justify the assumption that Alsace-Lorraine 
formed part of the German Reich, This opinion is offered without 
prejudice to any opinion which may subsequently be expressed by the 
International Military Tribunal or any national court. 


V. The letter of the French National Office, having proceeded on the 
assumption that the French nationality of the victims was "a fact which 
must necessarily have been pointed out by the defence" and on the 
further assumption that the judges could not bo ignorant of the victims' 
Alsatian origin, the Commission decided to baso its discussion on the 
same assur.ptions. 

VI. In considering tne action of persons exorcising judicial functions 
in a case such as that now under discussion, it appears to the Commission 
to be decisive whether the trial of an accused by a particular court 
deprived him of the protection to which he was entitled imder the Law 

of Nations, i„c.; 

(a) whether a given judicial action flouted the specific 
prohibition of a conventional or customary provision 
of International Lav/, e.g,, the Hague Regulations, or 

(b) was in disregard of those fundamental principles cf 
human justice accepted by civilized peoples. 

Thus the action cf a court which results in the illegal condemnation, 
seizure or destruction of property should not protect a judge because 
homage has been paid to legal forma. In all cases the substance of 
the action taken must bo scrutinized to determine its propriety under 
the Law of Nations, ,J -’ho action of judicial authorities in this 
respect is on no different plane from that of military or executive 
authorities, 

VII. If the trials of the alleged deserters of French nationality were 
conducted in disregard of those fundamental principles of human justice 
which have been accepted by civilized poooles, if, e.g., the accused 
were denied the right to int . .luce evidence or to present witnesses or 
if methods repugnant to the modem practices of civilized nations were 
applied, outrageour penalties inflicted and the like, then the criminal 
responsibility of the Gorman military j idgos could not be in doubt. 
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Thc Commission is of the opinion th-.t the military judges should not 
escape personal responsibility even in cases where homge was paid to 
legal forms. Even where the trial was conducted properly it must be 
examined whether the judicial action, although formally correct, 
produced a violation of some specific rule of International Law. 

'ill. in 'chc present case, oositi u provisions of the w ague Regulation* 
a. a ’r n 1 ^ v r^ro^ni f’°d ruler of ountnnnrv 1 n'? have boon virl V* 

I<l!e Juu.Lci.-il uCLlon ill question, 

1 ndcr a r t,23 of the n ague Regulations a belligerent is forbidden to 
compel the subjects at' the hostile party to take part in trie operations 
of was- directed against their own country. Art.52 prohibits the 

requisition of services involving the inhabitants in the obligation to 
take peat in military operations against their own country. 

The alleged deserters, had been enlisted into the German ariry in 
flagrant Violation of these provisions. The death sentences passed on 
these alleged deserters constituted the enforcement of the continuation 
of this flagrantly illegal position. They also amounted to causing 
♦v 0 death of the alleged deserters without justification. 

It follows from what has been said that the death sentences, even 
if not arrived at in the course of an outrageous procedure, flouted the 
quoted provisions of conventional and customary International Law, 

IX, Tho fact that the illegal call-up of French nationals from Alsace- 
Lorraine into the German army had been ordered by the leaders of the 
German Nazi Government does not free the military judges from responsibi¬ 
lity because superior order is no defence if the order is illegal, 

X, It will, of course, be a matter for the prosecuting authorities to 
decide in every individual case whether ihe circumstances are such that 
they are likely to lead to a verdict of guilty against the judge and it 
will be o matter for the court considering the guilt of each individual 
judge to have regard, if it thinks fit, in mitigation of punishment, to 
the fact that the German judges were acting under superior orders, namely 
orders from their Government, There will certainly be cases where the 
judge may successfully plead that he acted under duress or under a 

nic o of fact, but this is for the court to consider and not for the 
United Nations War Crimes Commission who is called upon to express its 
opinion whether or not, prima facie, a war crime has been committed. 

Such a plea will hardly be open to the judges in cases where, 
inL v '.d of considering the fact that the alleged deserters became 
German soldiers against their will as an extenuating circumstance, they 
judged the canes with particular severity. 


PROCEDURE j’on SURRENDER OF WAR CITC'/IINALS. 

wl. i JJ1 DR, R. .I,x »'iiu'. j.U .a.. ■■ ;.lt: 

DL’JTROPRL'JE INTERPRETATION OF T HE UNITED NATIONS 
'./PR CRESS COMMISSION'S RESOLUTION APOPTEP OK PO-t-.h 
FEBRUARY. 1946 (D0CU2IENT C.177. FEBRUARY 22nd. 1946) 
BY THE MILITARY AUTHORITIES. 


I have been advised 'ay the Yugoslav War Crimes Commission 
that the above Resolution has been and is still being misinter¬ 
preted by the military authorities in Austria and Germany. 

Namely, in a number of oases whore war criminals not 
listed by the Unitod Nations War Crimes Commission and wanted 
by Yugoslavia were located and identified by Yugoslav Repres¬ 
entatives, their handing over was withheld on the grounds that 

i . 

in all cases war criminals must be listed by the United 
Nations War Crimes Commission prior to their surrender. In 
all these cases express reference was made to the above Resol¬ 
ution. 

It thus appears that the military authorities have given 
on unduly restricted sense to the opinion expressed in the 
Resolution, and have in fact entirely disregarded the surrender 
of not listed war criminals as an exceptional measure. 

I accordingly move that the following letter be circul¬ 
ated to all detaining and controlling authorities concerned: 

The United Natrons War Crimes Commission has 
been advised that in a number of cases the military 
authorities have declined to hand over war crimin¬ 
als not listed by the Corumission to requesting Gov¬ 
ernments, with reference to the Resolution adopted 
by the Commission on 20th February, 1946, on the 
Procedure for the Surrender of War Criminals. 






In this Resolution the Commission expressed 

the opinion that: . 

l'he normal procedure is for thn Oonwrri nsinn 
after cu’e investigation, to put the accused on 
thuir List, ani it fvllv** *. i t ii 1c>i t*— from 
when (Ui ncouBed person a.6 nandou j<u> i without bolng 

listed by the Commission." 


However, on the other hand, the Commission at the 
same time resolved that: 

"Such a departure under existing directives 
is ... justified as an exceptional measure and after 
careful examination of each case on its merits by 
the Commanding Officer of the forces by who the 
accused is held." 

It therefore appears that, wiiv.ro au.LisftiuLoij/ uvLuwuue 
has been submitted to the Commanding Officer as to the 
guilt of an alleged war criminal not listed by the United 
Nations War Crimes Commission, but located and duly ident¬ 
ified in the area of the Commanding Officer concerned, by 
handing him over, the Commanding Officer is, under the 
existing directives, acting within his powers as -well as 
within the terms expressed by the Commission in their 
Resolution. 

Subject to the above, it would appear wiser not to 
withhold the surrender of a war criminal on the sole basis 
of his not being listed by the United Nations War Crimes 
Commission, where it oan reasonably be assumed: 

- that the listing is only a matter of time, or 

- that the prisoner is likely to be set free, or to 
escape if the local detaining authorities, while 
vawaiting receipt of the Ccmmission's lists or 

of CROWCASS Wanted Reports, are unaware of his 
criminal responsibility. 


I believe that the reasons given in the above draft 
letter will suffice to Justify my motion in the eyes of 
the Commission. 








ttmjted NATK 
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C. 204 

11th June, 19^6. 


Syno pwlB 

of Trial Reports 

received by the United Nations War Crimea Commission from 
National Authorities 
by 31st Mny. 194-6 . 

Compiled by the Secretary to Committee III . 

I . International Trials : 

1) Transcripts of the Nuremberg Trial. (One Copy.) 

2) Indictment of the tidal of the major Far Eastern War Criminals. 

II. Reports and Transcripts of British Trials . 

l) Trial against Josef Kramer and 44 others. 

Date and Place of Trial: British War Crimes Court, Lttneburg, 

17th September to 17th November, 1945* 
Crimes committed in Belsen and Auschwitz 
Concentration oamps. 

Verdict: 14 of the aooused found not guilty. 

30 of the aooused found guilty. 

Against one aoousod the trial was not finished because of 


his illness. 



Death by hanging 


11 

Imprisonment for 

life. 

1 

n »i 

15 years 

5 

It It 

10 " 

9 

II II 

5 ■" 

2 

It tl 

3 " 

1 

II II 

1 " 

1 


30 


2) Tidal ap’'*r r -*- tAnleutnant Heinz fok and 4 others, 

Dn*< 5 ‘ - .j. place of Trial: British War Crimes Court, Hamburg, 

17th - 20th October, 1945. 


Charge: 

Verdict: 

Sentences: 


Killing of survivors of the Sto&m Ship FELEU3 

All the accused were found guilty, 

Death by shooting, 3 

Imprisonment for life, 1 

" M 15 years 1 
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3) Tho Alnelo Case. Trial against G. 0. Bandrock and 3 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: British '..’or Crimes Court at Alnelo, 

Holland, 24th - 26th. November, 1945* The Court 
consisted of four British and one officer of the 
Royal. Netherlands Army. 

Charge; Killing of a British pilot prisoner of war unu a 
Dutch civilian. 

Verdict: The accused were found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2. 

Imprisonment for 15 years 2. 

4) The Dulak-Luft case. Trial against Erich Killinger and 4 others, 

officers of the German Luftwaffe. 

Date <x Place of Trial: nritisn nor Crimes Court, Wuppertal, 
Germany, 26th November to 3rd December, 1945* 

Charge: Ill-treatment of prisoners of war. 

Verdict: 2 of the accused were found not guilty. 

3 were found guilty. 

Sentences. Imprisonment for 5 years, 2. 

» .. 3 lt 

5) Trial against Johannes Oenning and another. 

Date & Place of Trial:-British Yfor Crimes Court, Borken, Germany, 
21st and 22nd December, 1945. 

Charge: Killing of .British dir Force offioers. 

Verdict: One of the accused was found not guilty, 

and the other, a 15-years old members of the Hitler 

Sontence: fouth, was found guilty and sentenced to 8 years 

. imprisonment. 

6) Trial against 7 German civilians (Erich Heyer and 6 others) 

Date & Place of Trial: British War Crimes Court, Essen, 18th - 
22nd December, 1945. 

Charge: Killing of 3 British airmen, prisoners of mr. 

Verdict: 2 of the accused' were found not guilty. On the re¬ 

maining 5 who wero found guilty,, the following 
sentences were Imposed: 

Ben tensest TV>*t,h by hanging 2 

Imprisonment for life 1 
" " 10 years 1 

ii "5 ”1 

» 

7) Trial against Hans Renoth and 3 others. 

Date & Place of Trial- British War Crimes Court, Elten, Germany, 
8th - 10th January, 1946. 

Charge: Killing of Allied Airmen. 

Verdict: All the accused were found guilty. 

Sentoncerm Death by hanging 1 

Imprisonment lor 15 years 1 
" " 10 " 2 
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8) Trial against .'xno Hcoring. 

Date & Plane nf Trial • British Military f n r the Trial ~f 

War Criminals, Hannover, 24th - 26th Janunry, 1946. 

Charge: Ill-troatnent of throe named British prisoners of 

war and other unnaned British and Allied nationals 
on a i.lurch frou 1 lorienburg to nruns-./ick. 

Verdict: The accused ras found guilty of ill-troatnent of 

one Rrltjoh r^+irnal 

Sortonro: One day 1 a imprio.r«i *ont„ 

9) Trial against Willy I iroVonsen. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Court for the trial of war 
criminals, Hannover, ?8th January 19^- 

Charge: Ill-treatment of allied prisoners of war as a 

result of which at least 30 prisoners of war died. 

Verdict : The accused was found guilty and sentenced to 

and death by hanging. 

Sentence. 

10) Trial against 1st Lt, Gerhart Grumpelt. 

Date & Place of Trial: British Military Court for the tiaal of 
war criminals, Hamburg. 12th and 13th February 19^ 

Charge: Scuttling of two German submarine 0 °ft-er *—jtv under. 

Verdict and Sentence: 

Found guilty and sentenced to imprisonment for 
7 years. 

11) The Enschede Case. Trial against Eberhard Schoengrath and 6 others. 

Date & Place cf Trial: Military Court for tho Trial of War 
Criminals held at Burgsteinfurt, Germany on 7th - 
11th February, 1946. 

Charge: Killing of on unknown sillied ..irnon, prisoner or 

war, at Enschede, Holland. 

Verdict: All the accused wore found guilty. 

• ^ Sentence: Death by hanging, 5- 

Imprisonment for 15 years: 1. 

" " 10 " 1 , 

12) Trial against Hans Werner Wandke, Lieut of the German Panzer 

Grenadier Regt. 

Date & Place of Trial: 17th October, 1945, Wuppertal. 

Charge: Committing a war crimo in that ho at Elst, 

Holland, on ^rd October 19LA, while • r 'n office’" 1 
of the Coman Amc a ^orccn, 1. •• in w Loll Lit 
hands in token of surrender, in violation of the 
lews and usages of war, fired on and wounded Major 
D. I.M. Robbins, 4th Bn. Wiltshire Regt. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 

13) Trir'' "gainst Laszlo Pato, Lieut. Hungarian Amy. 

Date & Place of Trial: 3rd December 1?4 C . Cello. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in tliat ho at Belsen Germany 

on 15th April 1945, in violation of the laws and 
usages of war, did kill two allied nationals whose 
identity is unknown. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 

14) Trial against Lt. Ujvary, Hungarian Any. 

Date & Place of Trial: 3rd December, 1945, Celle. 

Cluxrge. Comai tting a war crime in that he at .jolsun Germany 

on 14th April 1945, in violation of the laws j; use. 
of war, did kill Bella Freundlich,an allied national 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 


• w 
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13) Trial against Em3t Herbert Tannebergur, a (Servian national. 

Date A Place of Trial: 12th December 194-5, Celle. 

Charge: Ccrir.itting a war crime in that he: 

(1) At Ilton in or about the month of December 1944, 
in violation of tho laws and usages of war, when 
Director of a Salt iline, issued instructions to German 
workers to t'-.nt rnrui^, v,orK«rs oj' any mLiojialit.y if 
their work w** ro A nrtiofaotcry. 

(2) At Ilten in or about the month of February 1945, in 
violation of the laws and usages of war ill-treated 
John Iiendra, a Polish national. 

Verdict,: Not Guilty on both charges. 

16) Trial against Alois Stockl and Fritz Holler, German Nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: '17th December, 1945, -borken. 

Charge: Committing a wax crime in that they in the neighbour¬ 

hood of Rhede, Germany on or about 17th December 1944, 
in violation of tho laws and usages of were 
concerned in the ill-treatnent of an unknown British 
Airman prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Both Not Guilty. 

17) Trial against Hen.ja.nu Muller, Vilhelm Haring, Heinrich Fruchtnicht and 

Wilhelm Intermann, German citizens. 

Date & place of Trial: 17th December 1945, Verden. 

Charge: Committing a War Crime in that they at Dauelsen, 

Kreis Verden, in or about the month of October 1943, 
in violation of the laws and usages of war were 
concerned in the ill-treatment of an unknown Allied 
airman after he had baled out of an aircraft which had 
been damaged in action. 

Verdict* All rot guilty. 

18) Trial against Vajna, Cadet Officer of the Hungarian Ariqy. 

Date & Place of Trial: 22nd December 1345, Gifhorn, 

Chargo: Ccnnitting a War Crime in that he at belson Germany, 

on or about lj>lh April 1945, ir. violation of the laws 
and usages of war, did shoot at a number of unarmed 
civilian internees. Allied Nationals. 

Verdlot: Not Guilty. 

19) Trial against Friedrich Hoppe, German National. 

Date & Place of Trial: 11th December, 1945, Wolfenbuttel. 

Charge: Committing a War Crime in that he at Hallendorf, 

Germany, in or about the month of February 1945, in 

violet nm of tne ii.ww ;«j.n usage t, o* .au., OUd ili-ti-euu 
an unknown allied prisoner of '..ax’. 

Vei'diot: Guilty. 

Sentenoe: 14 days' imprisonment. Finding and sentence confirmed. 

20) Trial against Gustav Klever, formerly Oberleutnant of the German Navy. 

Date & Place of Trial: 10th December, 1945 Cuxhaven, 

Charge: Committing a War Crime in that he at Cuxhaven, in or 

about the month of April 1945 in violation of the laws 
and usages of war, did ill-treat Allied Prisoners of 
War by depriving them of American Red Cross Parcels. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence* Imprisonment for one year. 

Finding and sentence confirmed. 
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?l) Tidal against Karl Heinz Kniep, formerly an officor in tho German Arry. 
Date & Place of Trial; 30th .Novo.-1st Doc., 1945, Hamburg. 

Charge: Cadmitting a War Crime in that ho at 3ra.v-et-Lu,Franco, 

on 21 August 1944 being then in command of 3 Company 
Fusilier bn 49, in violation of tho l&WO 0.11(1 UOU/^Ub Ui. 
war, gave oroers to the Pin toon ('^rrTnnderrr-rif - the vi rl 
- -i.«x ..: v » •*"•‘1. lie i.iLmuiu iivi i-. be W-iv.ii tuw La L . xy 
prisoners taken-w^ro to be shot, 

. Special Finding: 

Is guilty of tho'charge as laid with tho cxceptiDn_of 
the wordfl"' H aad that opy prisoners takaa-wopc to be 
ohoi/**. 

'Scrrtonco-r Throe years Penal Servitude. 

Finding and sentence confirmed but two-years.jjopxioQn- 
nent remitted. 


22.) Trial, against Hans Wiehoan, formerly an NCO in the German 
Date & Place of Trial: 29th November 1945, Hamburg. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that ho at Bray-ot-Lu, 

France, on 21 Aug 44-, being then-in cainand of 2 
Platoon of 3 Company Fusilier Jin 49, in violation, of 
the laws and usages of war gave-orders to the said 
platoon that no prisoners were to bo taken and that 
any prisoners taken were to be shot. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: 3 years Penal Servitude. 

Finding and. sentence confirmed, but 2 years.. iinpTioament 
^remitted. 


23) Trial against Heinz Zaun, formerly an NCO in the German .Army. 

Date & Place of Trial: 29 th November 194-5, Hamburg. 

Change: Committing a War Crime in that he at Bray-ot-Lu, 

France, on 21 Aug 44, being then in command of the 
heavy platoon ui j company Fusilier Bn 49, in vit.Latior 
of the laws and'usages of war, gave--orders to-the 
said platoon that no prisoners were to be taken .and 
that any prisoners token were to_ La shot. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 


24) Trial against Major. Karl Eauer and si£ others, 

Fate <5L Place of Trial: British Military Court_fcr~the Trial of 

War Criminals, Wuppertal, 12th - 26th February, 1946c. 
Charge: Being concerned in the killing of :UJLio<44irere , .v 

Prisoners of War. 
joruict. Guilty. 

Sentence: All seven to p- if for. 'loath by .being hanged. 
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25) Trial against OUu Thiesze, Civilian. 

Date & Place of Trial, 28th-29th December 1945, Hameln. 

Charge: l) Committing a War Crime at Liebenau. Germany in the month 
of my 19^2 in violation of the laws and usages of war, 
did ill-treat causing the death of, an imV-rv'wn allied 
rational. 

2) Cci r J.t ting a Wnr Crirvv Liobonuu, Gumey , in thv 

iuonth of June 1943» in violation of tne laws and usages 
of war, did ill-txeut an unknown Polish rational. 

Verdict:l) Guilty, except that offence occurred in " or about " the 
month of May 1942 and excepting the words "causing the 
deatn of". 

2) Not Guilty. 

Sentence: Three years' imprisonment. 

Sentence confirmed. 

f 1 

26) Trial against Ernst. Stegner, Civilian. 

Date & Place of Trial, 29th and 30th January 1946, Hnmrn. The court 

consisted )f four British Offioers and one Polish Officer. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in tnat he at Hamm, ^ermany, be¬ 

tween 1st day of September 1943 and 51st day of December 
1944 , in violation of the lav/s and usages of war, ill- 
treated Kasimierz Kowakzyk; Jan Pietrzak, Josef Szczepanski, 
and other Polish nationals. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 

27) Helmuth Jung, (Dr.) German Medical Corps. 

Date A Place of Trial, 28th January 1946. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that he at Kloster Haina be¬ 

tween 1 April 1942 and 31 December 1943 in violation 
of the laws and usages of war when n Medical Officer 
concerned with the treatment of wounded British prisoners 
of War, did ill-treat certain of the said prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 

( 1 

28) T rial against Otto Thielke, 

Date & Place of Trial: 8th January 1945. The court consisted of two 
British Officers and exxe Polish Officer 

Charge:l) Committing a War Crime in that he at Schonweide in or 
about the month of May 1942, in violation of the Laws 
and usages of war, ill-troated Victoria Romonayak, a 
Polish national. 

2) Committing a War Crime in that he at Schonweide in the 
year 1943 in violation of the laws and usages of war, 

■in +>r , n + .q .jrr. Polioh x*ativi*ii. 

3) Cioud.'.ting a Wax- Cx-ime in tnat he at Schonweide in the 
year 1943 in violation of the Laws and usages of war, 
ill-treated an unknown Polish national. 

Verdict: All cha rges. Guilty. 

Sentence: iVo years "imprisonment without hard labour. 

Sentence confirmed. 

29) T rial against Hans Hagel. 

Date & Place of Trial: 3rd Februnzy, 1946, Cello.The court consisted 
of four British Officers and one Polish Officer. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in thAt he at Stcllj, between the. 

years 1944 and 1945, in violation of the laws and usages 

of war, ill-treated. Szymczak Leckadie and Yolieuw 

Mich*'low ski, Polish nationals, and other Polish nationals. 

Verdiot: Mot Guilty. 
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30) Trial against Otto Ruhmann, 

Date & Place of Trial: 23 January 1946, Celle. The Court consisted 
of four B ritish Officers and one Polish Officer. 

Charge: Committing a wax - ux - ime in that he at Sehnd-" on cr aboui? 

?h June 19Ui, in violation of the nod of wan 

ill-trontod Ton Nowat- and Josef Knzkn, Polish nationals. 
Vardintj fijlty. 

Sentence: i .vjo years' imprisonment. 

Sentence confirmed. 




31) Trial against Heinrich Hoff. 

Date & Place of trial: 25th - 27th January, 1946. The court consisted 
of four British Officers and one Polish Officer. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that he at Ilten between the 

years 1943 and 1945> when camp leader of a foreign 
workers comp, in violation of the laws and usages of 
war, did ill-treat Florian Klimczak and John Rzeszotarski, 
Polish nationals and other Polish nationals inmates of 
the said camp. 

Verdict: Guilty, except for the wor&c "and other Polish nationals" 

Sentence: Imprisonment for one day. 

Sentence ccnfi.Xir.od. 


32) Trial of Wilhelm Schroder. 

Date & Place of ‘ Trial: 13th and 14th February 1946. The court consist¬ 
ed of four British Officers and one Polish Officer 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that he at Nienburg between 

June 1944 and May 1945 when second in command of a 
foreign labour camp in violation of the laws and usages 
of war, ill-treated Kazimir Tomaszewski, a Polish national 
and other Polish nationals. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 



t> 


33) Trial against August Wille and Doris Wille. 

Date & Place of Trial: 1st - 3rd February 1946, Celle. The court consist¬ 
ed of four British Officers and one Polish Officer. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that they at Wendischevem 

between the years 1940 and 1945» in violation of the laws 
and usages of war, did ill-treat Amelia Sukiennick, 

Czeslawa Kuligowska and Jan Grzempa, Polish nationals, 
and other Polish nationals. 

Verdict: August Wille . Guilty of ill-treating Vincentz Dudek and 

Jan Grzempa, Polish Nationals, only, and 
Not Gull lj ^6 lu inc ulnar persons named 
in charge. 

Doris Wille . Not Guilty. 


Sentence; A ugust W ille, Imprisonment for one day. 

Sentence confirmed. 


34) Trial against Bruno Teooh and two others. 

Date & Place of Trial: British Military Court, Hamburg, 1st -8th 
March, 1946. 

Charge: Supplying of poison gas used for the extermination of 

allied national o -S" cam^, 

knowing that the gas was to do so used. 

Verdict: In tho case of the main accused, Bruno Tesch, owner of 

the firm, and Karl Weinbacher, "Prokurist" of the firm 
Guilty 

In the case of Joachim Drosihn, a technical employee of 
the firm, Not Guilty, 

Sentences: Tesch and Weinbacher: Death by hanging. 
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35) Trial against Karl Amberger (formerly Oberfeldvvebel of the Luftwaffe). 

Date & Place of Trial: 

British Military Court, Wuppertal, 11th - 14th March 1946. 
Charge ■ Committing *-*. war jjue * .Ai^t hv. au ~*zc 

Aerodrome in violation of the- lav/a and usages of war, 
wno concerned in the killing of four allied prisoner*, 
of war. 

Verdict: ^uilty. < 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

36) Trial against Heinrich Gerike and 7 others.(yelpkc Baby Farm Case.) 

Date & Place of Trial: British Military Court, Brunswick, 

Germany, 20th March - 3rd April, 1946. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that they at Velpke, 

Germany, between May and December 1944, were 
* concerned in the killing, by wilful neglect, of a 

number of children, Polish nationals. 

Verdict: In the case of three of the accused, NOT GUILTY. 

In the case of four of the accused, GUILTY. 

One of the accused died during the trial. 

Sentences: Death: • 2, 

Imprisonment for 15 years: 1, 

« " 10 " 1 . 

37- J) Trial against Capt. Gozawn Sadaichi and 9 others, all of the 

Japanese Army. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Court for the Trial of War 
Criminals, Singapore, 21st - 31st Jan., and 1st 
February, 1946. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of Indian prosoners of war, resulting 

in the death of many of the prisoners, conspiracy 
to execute by beheading one Indian prisoner of war. 
Verdict: 8 of the accused, Guilty. . 

2 of the accused. Not Guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

. Imprisonment for 12 years, 1, 

" " 7 " 1, 

" " 5 " 2 , 

" 3 " 2 , 

" 2 " 1 . 

38 - j) Trial against Cpl. Hnmacia Kajumi of the Japanese Amy.■ 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Court for the Trial of War 

Criminals, Kuala Lumpur, 30th and 31st Jan., 1946. 

Ct-orge; Cr.u. irg *-V d t) f C civilian ii.sidv.ntfc of 
Kuala Kubu. ’ 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

39- J) Trial against Sgt‘, Yamamoto Chusaburo of the Japanese Amy. 

Date & place ox Trial: Military Court for tnc trial of war 
Criminals, Kuala Lumpur, 30th-31st January and 
1st February 1946. 

Charge: Killing of a civilian resident, of Kuala Lumpur. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Death Lv hanging with a recojiimundation to merry. 







4O-0)Trial.against Major Chida Sotonatou arid 5 others, all of tho 

Japanese Army. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Court for the trial of war 
criminals, Singapore, 5th - 7th February, 1946. 
Chrrgn: Ill-tr^atnent and killing of prisoners nf war. 

Verdict: All guilty. 

Sentences: Dcmth by Hanging. 2, 

Inprisonnent for life: 2, 

" " 8 years, 1, 

" " 1 day: 1. 


41-J) Trial against Suginoto Heiki^hi Sho-Cho and 2 others, all of the 

Japanese Amy. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Court, Singapore, 5th- 7th 
February, 1946. 

Charge: Torturing civilian residentsj as a result of which 

one person.died. 

Verdict: One of the accused, Not Guilty, 

, Two of the accused, Guilty with exceptions. 

Sentence: Inprisonnent for 6 years, 1 

1 1» ft JJ Tf £ 


42-<T) Trial against Capt. Okonura Hidoo of the Japanese Army. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Court, Singapore, 

7th and 8th February, 1946. 

Charge: Killing and Ill-treatnent of prisoners of war. 

Verdiqt: Guilty. 

Sentence; Inprisonnent for 7 years. 


43-J) Trial against SJt. Aoki Toshio of the Japanese Army. 

Date A Place of Trial: Military Court, Singapore, 11th Feb,,1946. 
Charge: TU-treatnent of prisoners of war as a result of 

which seven of the prisoners diod. 

Verdict: Guilty. (Special finding). Omitting the words 

"caused tho death of seven af the said prisoners". 
Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years. 


44-j) Trial against SJt. MaJ, Otodo Hiroshi of the Japanese Army. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Court, Alor Star, 11th Feb.,1946. 
Charge: brutal ill-treatnent, causing tho death af 

civilian residents of Alor Star. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 


A c .--j) Trial ageinst Sgt, Ynshimura Ekie of the Japanese Army, 

Date & Place "of Trial: Military Court Ipoh, 18th - 20th Feb.,1946. 

Charge: Brutal ill-treatmont of civilian residents of 

Ipoh (Malaya). 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death L,, barging. 









46-J ) Trial against S/Sgt. Torado Takao and 4 othors of tho Japanese Army. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Court, Singapore, 8th - 19th 
February, 1946. 

Charge: Torture and ill-treatment of civilian residents of 

Singapore, as a result of which several persons 

died. 

Verdict: 4 Guilty, 1 Not Guilty. 

C: cr.t?r.ce3 • Death by hanging, 2, 

imprisonment lor 14 years, 1, 

" ■ 5 " 1. 

4/'"J) Trial against Vice .Admiral Teizo Hara and 5 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Court, Singapore, 25th-28th 
February and 1-2 March, 1946. 

Charge: Killing of Burmese Civilians, resident in the 

Andaman Islands. 

Verdict: Vice Admiral Teizo Hara and two others, Not Guilty. 

3 Guiltv, 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

48- J) Trial against Maj. Gen. Sato Tanenori and 4 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Court, Singapore, 5th - 7th 
March, 1946. 

Charge: Killing and ill-treatment of Burmese civilians in 

the Andaman Islands numbering 18 men, 9 women and 
34 children. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging; Maj. Gen. Sato Tdmenori and another. 
Imprisonment for 15 years, 1 
, " u 1 year, 2, 

49- J) Trial against Mori Yoshitada, Chief Inspector, Imperial Japanese Amy, 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Court, Kajang, 4th - 6th March, 

1946. 

Charge: Torture and ill-treatment of civilian residents of 

Kajang and taking part in and/or failing to prevent 
the shooting of one Malayan civilian at that time in 
his custody. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

50- J) Trial against Capt. Tamura Shinji of the Japanose Aray. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Court, Singapore, 11th March,1946. 

Charge: Commanding a firing party detailed to execute 152 

civilians including women and children in the 
Andaman Islands. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

5l) Trial against Morinello Sodini. 

Date at Place of Trial: British Military Court at Afragcla, 

. , . 4th - 9th May, 1946. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that ho shot and killed 

Cpl. E. W, Symons, AIF, at Udine Gruppingnani on 
20th May 1943. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by shooting,(Sentence commuted to imprison¬ 

ment for life). 
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52 -J) Trial against Lt.Gon. Jukuei Shimpei of the Japanese Army. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Court, Singapore, 22nd and 
25th - 28th February, 194-6., 

Charge: Miixng and iii-treatment of prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

SontuDoe: Death by thootAugr 

53) Trial against Capt. Antonio Sominnvilla. 

Date & Place of Trial: British Military Court at Naples, 
i3th - 2iftn February, 194-6. 

Charge:. Committing a war crime in that he was concerned in 
the killing of one and attempted killing of another 
British prisoners of war. 

Verdict; Not Guilty. 

54) Trial of August Buehning, Friedrich Konig, August Teckner and Norbert 

MUller, civilians. 

Date & Place of Trial: 17th -19th December 1945, Osnnbrllck. 
Charge! Committing a war crime in that they at Bohmte, 

Germany, on 28th February 1945, in violation of the 
laws and usages of war were concerned in the 
killing of Ft. Lt. J,H» Taylor, Royal Air Force, and 
vf/u jf'.W. Cuthber Ison, Ruycil Adi Force, priacncro of 
war.' 

Verdict: All accused, guilty. 

Sentences: All accused sentenced to death by hanging. Findings 
and sentences confirmed by Commander-in-Chief 
B.A.O.R. on 27th.^an., 1946, but sentences in case 
of two of the accused commuted to 15 years' imprison¬ 
ment each. 

The sentences imposed on Buehning and Konig were 
put into execution on 8 th torch 1946 . 

55) Trial ol' Major Rlohard Geisior and Captain Alfred Ducttncr of the 

Luftwaffe, Otto Franke and Lina Schroder, 
jyite & Place of Trial: 20th -23rd Dec.,1945, Osnabrtlck. 

Charge: Killing of an unknown Allied prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Franke and Buettner, Guilty. 

Geisler and Schroder, Not Guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging. 

Sentences confirmed and executed on 8 th torch 1946. 


56) Trial of Emil Ferck, civilian. 

Date a Place of Trial: 10th January 1946, at Hamburg, tho court 
consisting of a British Lieut.General, a British 
captain as Legal Member and a Lieutenant of the 
Polish forces as member. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that he at Lutin, between 

the years 1942 arid 1945 did ill-tront Joacfa Sckurolea 
StnrvJ n!nw Rtnimnh and Stanialaw Sokurski, Polish 
Nationals, and otl..; Polish Nationals. 
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V-rdict: Gullby. 

Sentence: Ir.pri 30 nr.Tcnt for two year 3 . Sentenoe confirmed. 


5/) Trial ex obcrfeiuwebel Hull' Brlukmiui and Feldwebel . erncr dsaaiiDscn. 
u£ tine Luftwaffe. 

Date & Place of Trial: 21st and 23rd January, 1946. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that they at Boesel, 

Germany, on 3rd April 1945, in violation of the laws 
and usages of war, were concerned in the killing of 
P/0. Harry Alfred Horsey, Royal Air Force, a prisoner 
of war. 

Verdiot: Brinkr.ii-.nn, guilty. Assuussen, not guilty. 

Sentenoe: Ir. 1 prisonr. 1 ent for life. Sentence confirmed. 


58) Trial of Heinrich Geffert, civilian. 

Date & Place of Trial: 2bth - 30th January 1946, at Celle, the 
c^urt consisting of four British Officers and one 
Polish officer. 


Charge: 


Vordit: 
Sentence: 


Committing a war orii.t in that he at Uelsen between 
the years 1943 and 1945, in violation of the laws and 
usages of war, ill-treated -aria Jokinice, Jan 
Jaokiriice, Wladislow Pienazok and Stanislow Borowioc, 
Polish nationals, and other Polish nationals. 

Guilty, with the exception that he did not ill-treat 
three of the Polish people named in the charge. 
Imprisonment for 15 years. Sentenoe confirmed, but 
8 years' imprisonment remitted. 


\ 


♦ 


59) 


Trial against Friedrick (or Fritz) Vonhoren, oivilian. 

Date A Place of Txial: 29th Ja., 194b, Hamburg, the court 
consisting of two British officers and one Polish 
officer. 

Charge :(l) Committing a war crime in that ho at Oranionburg on a 
day between 20th June 1940 and 3rd may 1945, in 
violation of the laws and usages of war, did kill one 
Frackowski, an Allied national. 

(*) Committing a war crime in that he at Oranionburg on a 
day between 20th June 1940 and 3rd way 1945, in 
violation of the laws and usages of war, did kill one 
Surowd.ee, an Allied national. 

( 3 ) Com.itting a war crime in that he at Oranienburg on 

a day between 20th June 1940 and 3rd i'!ay 1945, in violation 
of the laws and usages of war did kill one Lewandowski 
an Allied national • 


Verdict: Not Guilty. 


60) 


Trial of Heinrich Stein, civilian. 

Date & Place of trial: 26th - 30th Januarv 1946, Cello, the court 

consisting of four British Officers and one Polish officer. 

Chargo: Comdtting a war orivne in that he at Uulauu in the month 

of June 1943, in violation of the laws and usages of war, 
ill-treated i aria Jakimice and Jan Ja. aiid.ee, Polish Nationals. 


Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontence: Imprisonment for 7 years. Sentenoe oonfirmed, but two 
years imprisonment remitted. 
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6l) Trial against Hans Asrsusson, oivilian. 

Date « PLaoo of Trial: 31st January 1%6, at Hamburg, the 
court consisting of two British nffiooro and one 
relish officer* 

Charge: Co;fitting a war orinc in that he at ffoiograu, 

between the years 1942 and 1945 when a farmer 
e:cloying Polish national n s 1 >ourv.ra, in violation 
of the laws and usages of war did ill-treat Jan 
P<_rszyk, Karoline Nowacka, Alexander Yoltuchowski, 
Polish nationals, and other Polish nationals, on his, 
the accused’s farm. 

Verdict: Special Finding: Is guilty of the charge with the 

exception of the words Jan Fterszyk, Karoline Nowacka 
and other Blish nationals* 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 9 months, without hard labour. 

Sentence confirmed, but octxuted to imprisonment 
for threo months without hard labour. 


62) Trial against Walter liuller and Wilhelm Bremer, civilians. 

Date A Place of Trial: 14th and 15th Feb., 1946 at Verden, 

the court consisting of four British officers and 
one Polish officer. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that they at ISLoriburg 

between the years 1940 and 1945* when in charge of 
Polish workers at the glass factory, in violation of 
the laws and usages of war, did ill-treat Z.Kucharski, 
N.Koczorowski and Jan Wasiewicfc, Polish nationals, 
and other Polish nationals er.iployod in the said factory. 

Verdict: Guilty• 

Sentences: iluller, irprisonment for six months. 

Bremer, imprisonment for two years. 

Sentences confirmed. 

63) Trial against Gunther Giesenhagen, oivilian. 

Date & Place of Trial: 6th February 1946, Hamburg, the court 
cons .is ting of two rsritish officers and one Polish 
officer. ' , 

Couiltting a war crime in that he at Gut Er.ikondorf, 
Germary, between the years 1941 and 1945, in violation 
of the laws and usages of war, did ill-treat Walcrian 
Scroczynsld. and Stanielawa Scroczynski, Polish 
nationals and other Polish nationals. 

Guilty of the charge with the exception of the words 
"and other Polish nationals". 

Imprisonment for 8 months, without hard labour. 


Charge: 

Verdict: 
Sentence: 


64 ) Trial against Karl Eothgc, civilian. 

Date & Place of Brial: 7th - 9th February 1946, Verden, the court 
consisting of four British offioers and one Polish 
officer. 

Charge: Committing a war crine in that he at V/nrsaw in the 

year 1944- in violation of the laws and usages of war 
did ill-treat a number of Polish nationals ciployod 
in the "Mars" factory 

Vcrdiot: Guilty. 

Sontence: Irprisonment for 7 years. Sentence confirmed, 
but two years' ii.prisonr.ient remitted. 
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February, 1946, Brunswick, the 
uf four British officers and one 

crinc in th.*t ho at Alvesse, between 
the years 1944 and 194-5 in violation of the laws and 
uoafctis of war, iii-treatad Rorun Chudziak, a Polish 
national and other Polish nationals. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 

66) Trial of Karl Brunottc, civilian. 

Date & Plaoe of Trial: 11th February 1946, Vcrden, court 

consisting of four British offioers and one Polish 
officer. 

Charge: 111-treati.ient of Polish nationals. 

Verdict: Guilty, with the exception of two Polish people. 

nai.io& in the charge. 

Sentcnco: Ir.iprisonnent for 6 i.ipnths. 

67) Trial of Hans Speck and Claus Voss, civilians. 

Date & Place of Trial: 15th and 20th February 1946, Hanburg, 

court consisting of two British officers and one Polish 
offiodr. 

Charge: Han3 Speck: 

(l) Counitting a war critic in that he at Quarnstedt, 

between the years 1941 and 1945» in violation of the 
laws and usages of war, did ill-treat Bugepyus 
Nowakowski and Janna Brzost, Polish nationals and 
other Polish nationals. 

Claus Voss : 

(1) Coixdtting a war crine in that he at Bcringstedt on 

, a date unknown, in the year 1943* in violation of the 

laws and usages of war did ill-treat Pietro Dubik, a 
Polish national. 

(2) Coiaiitting a war criue in that he at Beringstadt in 
or about the month of August 1943» in violation of 

the laws and usages of war, did ill-treat Sophie Rivlik, 
a Polish national. 

Verdict: Both guilty. Speck with the exception of the words 

"Eu; enyus Nowakowski". 

Sentences: Speck, inp; Lsorsient for 6 nonths. 

’ Voss, ’ " " 18 " 

Sentences confirmed, but three uonths and nine 
months respectively of sentences ror-ittod. 

68) Trial of Otto Nickel, civilian. 

Date & Place of Trial: 18th February 1946, Gclsonlcirchen* 

Charge: Ill-treatnont of an unknown allied airman after he had 

made a parachute descent. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for two i,ionths. 

69 ) Trial of Unteroffizier Wilhelm Konzel of the V.'ehmncht. 

Date A- Place of Trial: 18th February, 1946, Hamburg. 

Charge: Comdtting a v/ar orinc in that ho on date between 

213t January 1945 and 2nd fay 1945 in violation of the 
laws and usages of wat was concerned with others not 
in custody in the ill-treatment of No.97060 Private 
Reginald Jones Sudds, R.A.S.C. and other Allied 
prisoners of war ->n a forced r.arch from Blccl'hau-i.«ir > 

Upper Silesia, to lloosburg, Bavaria, in Germany. 


65) Trial of Qtto V/rcde, civilian. 

Date 00 Place of Trial: 22nd 
oourt consisting 
Polish officer. 
Charge: Co. tutting a war 
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Vcrdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: IriprisonDont for 10 years. Sentence confirmed, 
but five years imprisonment remitted. 

70) Trial against Clements Vogtaann, Concentration Cw.tp Staff. 

Date « glace of Tidal: <-5th-ZekL February, 1946, Bruftowiok, 

court oonsisting of four British officers and one 
Polish offioor. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of Polish nationals in th ; 

concentration ca;np at Drutt-e. 

Verdiot: Not Guilty. 

71) Trial against Bernard Rading, civilian. 

Date & Place of Trial: 26th-27th February 1946, Brunswish, the 

, court consisting of four British officers and one 

Polish officer. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that he at Warnsdort 

between September 1944 and April 1945, in 
violation of the laws and usages of war did ill- 
treat Feliks Yeov/ikowski, a Polish national. 

Verdict: Net Cuilty 

72 ) Trial against Gefreiter Edward Hillcrt, of the V.'chrmcht. 

Date & Place of Trial: l 3 t - 2nd March 1946, Brunswick, the 
court consisting of four British officers and one 
Polish officer. • 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that he at Graudens, 

Poland one day in the nonth of Novenber 1939, in 
violation of the laws and usages of war, with a 
number of ath^r persons unknown did kill a number of 
Polish nationals. 

Verdiot: Not Guilty. 

73) Trial ugoinut Karl Lisbon, cxvaliaxi. 

Date & Place of Trial: 14th March, 1946, Hamburg, the court 

consisting of two British offioers and one Polish 
officer. 

Charge: Coixiitting a war crime in that he at Beringstadt in 

or about the month of April 1944, in violation of 
the laws and usages of war, ill-treated Marian Rosik, 
a Polish national. 

Verdiot: Not Guilty. 

74) Trial against Romano Martello, Rino Faggiani and Luigi Belline. 

Date & Place of Trial: 11th and 12th February 1946, at Bologna.. 

• Charge: Connitting a war orino in that they near Cascelle, 

Pressana, Italy, on 6th January 1945, in violation of 
tho laws and usages of war, were concerned in the 
■killing of 6846387 , Rfn.P. Chapman, K.R.R.C. 

Verdict: All guilty. 

Sentences i Eaoh uf llio aooused sentenced to inprison: entr for 
10 years. Sentence confirmed. 
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75) Trial against La chad Kripps and four others. 

Date '<• ELaco of Trial: 1st - 2nd April 194-6, at Bologna. 

Charge: Coixiltting a war crine in that thoy n <t 

Ronce; no, an or about the : >onth of March 194-5, 
in violation of the lawn nrvl u <C •• -r, •••am 
conc^moc' in the killing of a British Officer, 
believed to be ajcr J.P. '.Vilkinson, R.A. 

Verdict: 3 of the accused Not Guilty. 2, Guilty. 

Sentences: Death by shooting, 2. 

Sentences confirmed, but oo.xjutpd to: 

Krioos, inprisorn.ient for 17 years, 
i loser, " " 7 "• 


76 ) Trial against Colonello Francesco Paolo Turco, Italian Aruy. 

Date & Place of Trial: Bth - 10th April 1946, at the Royal 
Palace of Justice, - Alan. 

Charge: Co. s itting a war crii.ie in that he at Orio al S^rio, 

Italy, on or about 16th July, 1943, in violation of 
the laws and usages of* wor, killed Private i/anbris 
Tofi, a British prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by shooting, with a strong, reoou.endati n 

for nercy. 

Sentence confinicd, but cauoutod to iiiprisonijent 
for 15 years.. 


IH. Canadian Transcripts• 


1) Trial against S.S. Brigadeflihrer Kurt j-ieyer. 


Date & Place of Trial: Canadian Military Court held at 
Auriah, Gwr-ailuth-2utii doceuber 1945. 

Charge: Killing and ill-treatuent of Canadian and other 

Allied, prisoners of war. (Six charges). 

Verdiot: Guilty of responsibility in connection with the 

shooting of Canadian prisoners of war, but not 
guilty of issuing any direct orders for such shootin, , 
Sentence: Death by shooting. Findings ccnfimed, but 
sentence ooiamted to imprison .ent for life. 

t 

IV. United S tates Trial R<yportc » 
l) Trial against Anton Schosscr and 2 others. 

4 

Date & Place of Trial: Militory Cai-dssion Dachau, trial 
completed 15th September, 1945. 

Charge: Murder of 6 Attorican Airuen. 

The aocusorl An+on Schocser Was tried separately 
and found guilty and sente .iced to be hanged. The 
sentenoe was approved. 

The other accused v.vre acquitted in a trial on 
17th September, 1945. 










2) Trial against Georg Schultheiss. 

Date & Plaoe of Trial; llilitary Oomuksaion Dachau. Trial 
completed 21st S opt cube r 1945* 

Charge: liurder of unarmed iinorican Aviator. 

Verdict; Acquittal. 

3) Trial against Doninikus Thorns. 

Date * T‘1 uc of Trial: in Jitary (’omission Heidelberg* Trial 
oonplotcd lpth Ootober, 1945* 

Charge: liurder of Captured Airmen. 

Verdict and sentence: 

Guilty, aocused sentenced to be hanged. 

Sentence confirm!, net od of execution 
commuted into death by shooting* 

4) Trial against Karl Neuriobfcl, Gustav Weber and Karl Bloek. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Con.ission Heidelberg Trial 
completed 15th October, 1945* 

Charge: liurder of captured American airmen* 

Verdiot & Sentenco: 

. Two of the aocuscd were found guilty. 

One was sentenced to death by hanging. This 
sentence was approved and commuted into death 
by shooting. 

Sentenoe on one accused was confinement and 
hard labour for 10 years. This sentence was 
disapproved by the Coma riling General. 

3rd accused - nollo prosequi. 

5) Trial against Wilhelm Diotermn and another. 

. Date & Place of Trial: Military Coixiissxon Heidelberg. Trial 

. ooi.pleted 11th October 1945* 

, Charge: liurder of an American prisoner of war. 

Verdiot & Sentence: 

t One of tiie accused was found nut guilty. 

One was found guilty and sentenoed to death 
.. by hangingi 

The oo.a.ianding General ordered that the method 
of execution bo by shotting. 

6) The Hadanar Case. Trial against Alphons Klein and six others. 

Date <Sc'Place of Trial: llilitary Comission Wiesbaden. Trial 
completed 15th October, 1945* 

•Charge: liurder of allied nationals by injections of 

poisonous drugs at the Hadamar Institution. 
Verdict: All the accused were found guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging 3 

Imprisonment for life 1 

" " 35 years. 1 

" "30 years 1 

" " 25 years 1 

The sentences wore approved, but the death 
sentences were modified to death by shooting* 

7) Trial against Josef Hangobl. 

t .U * PI.oo of TrigJ: 

Verdict and senteno* : Guilty and sentenced to life ir.prisonnent. 
The sentenco was coixxitcd into hard labour for 10 years. 
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8) Trial against Clemens Wiegand. 

Date & Place of Trial: Goneral Military Government Court, 

Heidelberg, trial conplotod nrj l6th October 191-5. 

Charge: Murder of captured American airmen. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by decapitation. The sentence was confimed 

but it ',yUo ordered that the method of execution be 
by hanging. 

9) Trial against Peter Back. 

Date & Place of Trial? Military Oonrri ssion, Ahrweilor, on 
16th June 1945* 

Change: Murder of an -American Airman. 

Verdict: The accused was found guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hr.nging. The findings and sentence 

. were approved, but it was ordered that the execution 

of the sentence be stayed ponding further orders. 

10) Trial against Gunther Thiele and Georg Steinert. 

Date d Flaew uf Trial: Military Commission, augsburg, 

13th June, 1945. 

Charge: Order to kill an American prisoner of war and 

execution of‘this order. 

Verdict: Both nernspd found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging. 

11) Trial against Albert Bury and another. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Commission, Freising, 15th and 
16 th June, 1945. 

Charge: Killing of American Prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Both were found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging. Sentences approved. 

12) Trial against Ernst Waldmann. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Commission, Munich, 

28th July, 1945. 

Charge: Killing of a member of the American forces. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentenoe: Death by hanging. Sontenoe confirmed, 

13) Trial against Josef Hartgen and 10 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Commission, Darmstadt, 

25th - 31st July, 1945. 

Charge: Killing of American prisoners of war. 

Verdict: One- of the accusod was found not guilty. 

The other 10 were found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 7 

Hard Labour for 25 years, 1 
n it 11 n 2, 

Two of the death sentences (against two women) 
were commuted to confinement for 30 years, 
otherwise the sentences were confirmed, 

14) Trial against Heinrich Doubert and 3 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Coimission, Munich, 15th august 1945. 

Charge: Beating and striking American prisoners of war. 

Verdict: All the aocused were found guilty. 

Sentences: Hard labour for 15 years, 1 

Hard Labour for 2 years, 1 

(One year of the sentence was remitted by the 
Commanding Officer,) 

Hard labour for 1-g- years, 1 

(Six months remitted by the Commanding Officer) 

Hard Labour for 1 year, 1 

(Six months remitted by the Commanding Officer.) 










-19- 


15) Trial against P-ran? ^trasser, Austrian National, 

Date & Plane of Trial: Military Commission at Dachau, 

24th August, 1945. : 

Charge: Shootinp of Arr^vinan airmen at or near Kaplitz, 

Czechoslovakia. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

?lr>r-.+ 0 nor • Poo+h by hanging, flar.tr.no-. •- nfi^-ned, 

16) Trial against Heinrich Flauaus and Nikolaus Fachinger. 

Date & Place of Trial; Military Commission, Munich, j}rd Aug,,1945. 
Charge: Killing of two American airmen. 

Verdict: Both found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging. Sentences confirmed, 

17) Trial against Heinz Endress, 

Date & Place of trial: General Military Court, Dachau, 

13th November 1945. 

Charge: Killing of 4 members of the United States Amy, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by decapitation, ■ Sentence approved but 

commuted to death by hanging,- 

18) Trial against August Kobus. 

Date & Place of Trial: General Military Court, Ludwigsbur; . 

13th and 14th November 1945, 

Charge: Killing of prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by shooting. The Commanding Officer 

changed the sentence to death by hanging, 

19) Trial against Konrad Kromer and Wilhelm Krahn. 

Date & Place of Trial: Intermediate Military Government 
Court, Ludwigsburg, 18th December 1945. 

Charge: Wrongfully- assaulting an allied airman, prisoner 

. of war. 

Verdict: U'.x cf. the accused acquitted. The other was 

found guilty,' 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years. Sentence confirmed, 

20) Trial against General Anton Dostler, 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Commission at Caserta, Italy, 

8th October 1945 and following days. 

Charge: Ordered the shooting summarily of 15 American 

prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by shooting. Sentence approved, confirmed 

and executed. 

21) The Dachau Concentration Camp oase. Trial against Martin Go+tfrieu. 

Weiss and 39 others. 

Date 1 Place of Trial - c^neral Military {Javernnvi.t Court, 

Dachau, 15th November to 13th December 1945. 

Crimes committed in the Dachau Concentration Camp, 
Verdict: All the 40 accused were found cmilty. 

Ser.tenro«- D.^nth by hanging, 36, 

Imprison...*.; c for life, 1, 

" " 10 ye ar?'.3. 

40. 






22) Trial against Erich ’ifeiss and Milholn Mundo. 

Date & Place of Trial: General Military Onyrt, Ludwigsburg, 
Germany, 9th and 10th November, 1945* 

Charge: Wrongfully killing an unknown American airaan, 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 

23) Trial agaii.st Otto Brehn, Wilhelm Bauschanrt Sebastian Schmidt. 

Bate * w.are '•V ~1« General Military Court, L U u»*xgsbuji-y, 

16th November, 1945. 

Charge: Wrongfully assaulting on unknown American Airman, 

prisoner of war. The accused Schmidt was not 
present, not on trial and no evidence was presented 
against him. 

Verdict: The other two accused were found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for five years each. 

Sentences approved, 

24) Trial against Ludwig Schardt. 

Date & Place of Trial: General Military Court, Ludwigsburg, 

20th - 23rd November 1945. 

Charge; ^Participation in the wrongful killing of three 
■American airmen, prisoners of war. 

Verdict. Guilty. 

Sentence: Life imprisonment. Sentence approved. 

25) Trial against Werner Kornalewicz, 

Date & Place of Trial: Intermediate Military Court, Ludwigsburg, 
26th November 1945. 

Charge: Wrongfully assaulting an unknown American airman, 

. prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for one year. Sentence confirmed, 

26) Trial against Karl Weisshuhn, 

Date & Place of Trial: Intermediate Military Court, Ludwigsburg, 
11th December, 1945. 

Charge: Wrongfully assaulting an unknown American prisoner 

of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Sentence approved. 

27-J. Trial against Rear Admiral Nisuke Masuda and others. 

Date &. Place of Trial? TI,R,Mil itary-Commission, convened at 
U.S.Naval Air Base, Kwajalein Island, Kwajalein 
Atoll, Marshall Islands. 7th December 1945, and 
following days. 

Charge; Wilfully, feloniously, with malice aforethought, 

without justifiable cause and without trial or 
other due process, assault and kill by shooting 
and stabbing to death, three American fliers, 
prisoners of war, in violation of the dignity of the 
United States of America, the International rules 
of warfare and the moral standards of civilized society. 

Verdict; Each of the four accused, guilty. 

Sentences: The accused Lt.Tsugio Yoshimura, Ensign Mamoru Kawachi 
and W/0 Toshinoto Tanaka, sentenced to be hanged. 

The accused Ensign Tadashi Tasaki, sentenced to 
imprisonment for 10 years. 

Nolle Prosequi was cntei'eu. against the accused Rear 
Admiral Nisuke Masuda. 










28) Trial against Rudolf Aurburgor anrl Johann Hcnaucr. 

Date & Place of Trial; Intermediate Military Court, Dachau, 

5th February 1946. 

Charge: That they wrongfully encouraged, aided, abetted and 

participated in an assault upon an unknown member of 
the United States Arr.iy Air Force, who was then an 
unarmed, eurreneurod prisoner of war, by hitting him 
in the facp and on the hoed with tlvir fist* and 
with their rifles. 

Verdict: Guilty, with the exception of the.words "and with 

their rifles". 

Sentences: Each to imprisonment for a term of one year, 

29) Trial against Bernhard Engelbrecht, Paul Eckert and Uilheln Bork, 

Date & Place of Trial: Intermediate Military Court, Daohau, 

14th February, 19^. : 

Charge: That they wilfully, delibertaely and wrongfully 

encouraged, aided, abetted and participated in 
committing assaults upon three members of the 
United States Army, who were then unarmed, 
surrendered prisoners of war. 

Verdiot: Not Guilty. 

30) Trial against Richard Drauz, 

Date & Place of Trial: C B nerol Military Court, Dachau, 

11th December, 1946. 

Charge; That he wilfully, deliberately and vorongfully 

encouraged, aided, abetted and participated in 
the killing of an unknown American prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Death by hanging. 

31) 1'ifil against *irarlotte V, Battalo and 5 others. 

Date & Place of Trial; Intermediate Military Court at Dachau, 
31st January 1946. 

Charge: Wilfully, deliberately and wrongfully encourage, 

. aid, abet and participate in an assault upon unknown 

members of the United States Amy who were then 
unarmed, surrendered prisonors of war in the custody 
of the then German Reich, by hitting them with their 
hands and with various articles, the exact nature of 
which is unknown, on taoir heads and bodies, and by 
kicking them in various ports of their bodies. 

Verdict: All the acoused found Giilty. 

Se;tences; Imprisonment for two years, 3, 

" " one year, 3. 

Sentences were confirmed, but 5% months of the 
confinement of one of the accused, Maria Eegele, 
was remitted. (Original sentence one year.) 

32) Trial against Erich Dietzschold. 

Date & Place of Trial: 11th March 1946, at Ludwigsburg, before 
a GonerrI Military Court. 

Charge: Wrongfully committing an assault upon an unknown 

American airman, a prisoner of war, by kicking 
him in the neck. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 











33) Trial against Kurt Hsrtung, 

Date & Place of Trial: 12th April 191.6, at Ludwi gsburg, before 
an Intermediate Military Government Court. 

Charge: Wrongfully-encouraging, aiding, abetting and 

participating in committing assaults upon five 
unknown members ol' the United States 
prisoners of vrar. 

Verdict; Hot Guilty, 

V, Translations of Broadcast Reports on Czechoslovak Trials. 

1) Trial against Josef Pfitzner, Deputy Mayor of Prague. 

Date & Place of Trial: Extraordinary People's Court, Prague, 

5th and 6th September 1945. 

Charge; High Treason and treachery. 

Verdict: G-uilty. 

Sentence:. Death by hanging. 

2) Trial against S.S.Obergruppenfuehrer.Walter Schmitt, 

Date & Place of Trial: Extraordinary People’s Court, Prague, 
lOlh September 1^43. 

Charge: Responsibility for crimes dommitted in Concentr tion 

Cahips Mauthausen, Schlossenburg, Ravensbruck, 
Sachsenhausen and other places. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging, 

3) Trial against Franz Kopler, 

Date & Place of Trial: Extraordinary People's Court, Prague, 

. 18th Septerber 1945. 

Charge: Torture of political prisoners in Gestapo prison. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Ifenal Servitude for 20 years. 


VI.Suiuaaries Received from the Polish Representative. 


1) Trial against Herman Vogel and 5 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: Polish Special Criminal Court in Lublin, 

27th November 1944 and 2nd December 1944. 

Charge: Crimes committed in the extermination camp 

Majdanek. 

Verdict: All the accused were found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 

2) Trial against Paul Hoffman, supervisor of the crematorium at the 

death carp of Majdanek. 

Date & Place of Trial; Special Criminal Court at Lublin, 

13th and 14th November 1945. 

Charge: Mass murder of camp inmates at Majdanek, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Death, The prisoner was executed on 23rd December 1945. 


VII. Australian Trial Reports. 

• 

l) Trial against Sgt.Major Hidano Yoshiteru. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Court, '"swak. New Guinea, 
11th December 1945. 

Charge: Murder and cannibalism. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 
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14th June, 1946. 

UNITED NATIONS WAR CRUDES CC8 HUSSION 


LISTING OF URGENT CHARGES 

. COMMUNICATION TO IIBIBERS AND NATIONAL OFFICES REGARDING 
_THE PROCEDURE._ 


The United Nations War Crinos Commission, in its meeting 
held on 5th June 1946 (M.107), considered the procedure at present 
applied in connection with the surrender of War Criminals to Nation¬ 
al Authorities. The Ccnnission was satisfied that Committee I ar.^ 
its Secretarial Staff function quickly and efficiently. Decisions 
by Committee I are made regularly within a week and, considering the 
work involved in drafting, duplication and binding, the lists are 
distributed in the shortest possible time. 

It was recognised, that in exceptional circumstances, this 
unavoidable short delay in the production of the lists may be un¬ 
welcome to National Prosecuting Authorities, and accordingly, the 
following special procedure for urgent cases was agreed:- 

National Offices, in presenting urgent cases, will mark 
them as such. 

Committee I will then place such cases immediately before 
the Commission, without waiting for the production of the Hst which 
may be in course of preparation and, provided the listing is approved 
by the Commission, a special certificate to this effoct will be hand¬ 
ed to tho National Office concerned without delay. 
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June, 1946. 

UNITED NATIONS WAR CRJ.IES CGI MISSION 


Report by the C^ecial Committee on Refugees and 
Displaced Persons submitted to The Economic and Social 
Council of the United Nations. 

Provisions regarding War Criminals. _ 


The Special Committee on Refugees and Displaced Persons 
■which met in London from 8th April to 1st June 1945, submitted to tho 
members of the Economic and Social Council of the United Nations 
a report which also touches the question of war criminals. The 
relevant parts are herewith circulated for the information of 
members of the United Nations War Crimes Commission. 

The Special Committee on Refugees and Displaced Persons 
was established by a resolution of the Economic and Social Council 
on 16th February 194-6. This decision was taken on the recommend¬ 
ation of the General Assembly of 12th February 1945,which is repro¬ 
duced in Commission Doc. C.179, paragraph II. 

Chapter II of the report deals with the "Scope and nature 
of the problem of Refugees and Displaced Persons". Its section 3 
has the following text: 

" SECTION 3 . 

NON-INTERFERENCE WITH THE SURRENDER OF 
WAR CRIMINALS. QUISLINGS AND TRAITORS 

1. The Committee notes that no action is to be taken under the 
resolution of the Economic and Social Council which would be of 
such a character as to interfere in any way with the surrender and 
punishment of war criminals, quislings and traitors, in conformity 
with present or future international arrangements or agreements. 

The new international body must therefore avoid giving assistance 
to such groups of persons. 

2. In order to ensure the above ends, the Committee RECOMMENDS: 

(a) That all United Nations Governments should be 
invited to furnish the authorities concerned with tho 
names and particulars of war criminals, quislings or 
traitors whose surrender or punishment they claim, to¬ 
gether with particulars of their present location so 
far as loiown* 

(b) That the competent authorities should be urged 
to speed up the process of screening in order to elim¬ 
inate war criminals, quislings and traitors from among 
the displaced persons and refugees. 
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(c) That the new international body should be fur- 
nishod with the text of the document known as the 
"Moscow Declaration of 1 November 1943" and relating 
to war criminals and traitors, and with all other 
available docun.mts containing authoritative inter¬ 
pretations of the terms "war criminals", "quislings", 
and "traitors", and with the toxts of all future doc¬ 
uments isolating to war criminals, quislings and 
traitors. 

(d) That all authorities who are or might bo en¬ 
trusted with the screening of war criminals, quislings 
and traitors should be requested to consider urgently 
whether the appointment of efficient and duly accred¬ 
ited liaison officers should assist in obtaining a 
close co-operation with the governments concerned and 
in improving the efficiency of screoning. 

(e) That it may be considered whether mixed commissions 
which may bo established under bilateral agreements 
could usefully collaborate in examining all data re¬ 
lating to the screening of war criminals, quislings and 
traitors. " 


The Delegate for Byelorussia proposed the inclusion of the 
following new paragraph: 


"Taking int-o account that a considerable 
number of quislings and traitors were formed into 
military formations by the German military command 
and fought during the war on the side of Germany 
■.gainst the 4 ember a of the United Nations, onu Uiat, 
up to the present moment, in many cases these 
formations continue to oxist, the Committee considors 
that this is incompatible with the principles of the 
United Nations and asks the Economic and Social 
Council to request the governments concomod to 
disband these formations and return the quislings 
and traitors to their countries of origin." 


This proposal was rejected by 8 votes to 6, with two 
abstentions. 

Chapter III of the report deals with the "Definition of 
Displaced Persons and Refugees", Its Part 11 contains the following 
list cf "Persons who will not be the concern of whatever internation¬ 
al body may bo recognised or established in the sense of the resol¬ 
ution adopted by the Economic and Social Council on 16th February 
1946:" 

1. Wax Criminals, quislings and traitors. 

2. Any other persons who have assisted the enemy in persecuting 
the civil populations of countries, Members of tho United Nations, or 
have assistod the enemy forces since the outbreak of the second world 
war in their operations against the United Nations, unless it can be 










established that such assistance y.tls not given voluntarily or was 
of a purely humanitarian or non-military nature. 

3. Ordinary criminals (Russian: ugolnvny) \/ho nm extraditable 

by treaty. 

Persons of German ethnic origin (whether Gorman nationals 
or members of German minorities in other countries) who; 

(a) have been or may he transferred to Germany from other 
countries; 

(b) have been, during the second world war, evacuated from 
Germany to other countries; 

(c) have fled from, or into, Germany, or from their place 
of residence into countries other than Germany in order to 
avoid falling into the hands of allied Armies. 

5. Persons who are in receipt of financial support and pro¬ 
tection from their country of nationality, unless their country of 
nationality requests international assistance for them. 

6. Persons who, since the end of hostilities in the second 
world war: 

(a) have participated in any organization having as one of 
its purposes, the overthrow by armed force of the Govern¬ 
ment of their country of oriein, being a Member of the 
United Nations, or the ovor’uro n 'ey armed force of the 
Government of ary other Mombor of the United Nations, or 
have participated in ary terrorist organization; 

(b) have become leaders of movements hostile to the Govern¬ 
ment of their country at' origin or sponsors of movements 
encouraging refugees not to return to their country of 
origin." 











The present Document supersedes Document 1/65 
issued on 24 th June, 1946 
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Shortly after the United Nations War Crimes Commission ms 
created, it recommended to the Governments that National War 
Crimea 0ffice3 bo established to investigate in the first 
inn tv. iI'ort.-, c-‘- -.mr erlrws, and to suVirtt to the 

Commission in the form requested, charges concerning the offences 
investigated by then. 

In response to the Comiesion's recommendation, Agencies 
of this kind have been set up by ell Governments, members of the 
Commission. 

In the investigation of war crimes and examination of charges 
submitted by the National Offices, the Commission, as an 
international organisation, decides whether there is a case 
justifying the arrest and handing ever for tried of the accused 
by the apprehending authorities who are thus not cedled upon to 
act upon ex part o statements by a single Government. 

The preparat^on, form of submission and presentation by 
tho National Offices of cases and charges of war crimes have 
been sot forth in Document C„87 (l) (consolidated) of 19th 
April, 1945. 

Cases filed with the Commission arc, according to the 
Connission's rules of procedure, considered by Committee I 
(Comittec on Facts and Evidence, composed of Monsiour de Baer, 
Chairman; Sir Robert Craigio, Deputy Chairman; Lord Wright, 

Colonel J, V. Hodgson, Dr, B. E6cr. Dr. H. Hcyr-Harting, Members; 
and Dr. J. Litawski, Secretary). They arc examined by the 
Comittee in the presence of representatives of the Governments 
(National Offices) submitting the charges. The Comission 
then reports to tho member Governments cases of war crimes in 
which thero appears to be oithcr p-ima facie evidence sufficient 
to justify the apprehension and trial of individuals accused of 
war crimes, or else sufficient grounds to consider tho wanted 
persons as suspects or material witnesses. This is the second 
stage of Committee l's work and in this respect tho Comission 
functions in a manner resembling that of a comitting magistrate 
reporting to the Governments names of the individuals accused. 

This is being dono in +ha fom of the Cominsion's Lists of War 
Criminals with which also all apprehending authorities concerned 
are being supplied and thus called upon to take the necessary 
action. 

As to procedure and processing of charge files by Committee I 
and its Secretariat and preparation of the Comission's Lists of 
War Criminals, ruferenoe la Loijig ..iole tw Document l/47 (eons elide ted) 
of January 1st, 1946 

The present document covers the statistical appect only of 
tho very strenuous work of Committee I during nearly three years 
since its inception. 

The rules of procedure and legal rulings adopted and established 
by this Coi.rdtteo, while considering charges and deciding upon 
the responsibility for war crimes, as well as a survey of war 
crimes comittcd during the laet war with a romontary on the most 
important cases submitted by the Goverments, will bo dealt with in 
separp.te documents at a later date. 








Shortly after the United Nations War Crimes Conmission wag 
created, it recommended to the Governments that National War 
Grimes Offices be established to 1 nvnst.lante In thr first, 
instance reports concerning war crimes, and to submit to the 
Conmission in the form reyuusted, charges concerning the offences 
investigated by then. 

In response to the CoCTnission*s recommendation, Agencies 
of this kind have been set up by till Governments, ■mergers of the 
Commission. 

In the investigation of war crimes and examination of charges 
submitted by the National Offices, the Comission, as an 
international organisation, decides whether there is a case 
justifying the arrest and handing over for trial of the accused 
by the apprehending authorities who are thus not called upon to 
act upon ex part e statements by a single Government. 

The preparation, form of submission and presentation by 
the National offices oi casus and eiiurges of wta exieie* have 
been sot forth in Document C.87 (l) (consolidated) of 19th 
April, 1945. 

Oases filed with the Commission aro, according to the 
Conuission's rules of procedure, considered by Comittee I 
(Comittee on Facts and Evidence, cor.posed of Monsieur de Baer, 
Chairman; Sir Robert Craigio, Deputy Chairman; Lord Wright, 

Colonel J, V. Hodgson, Dr, B, E6er, Dr. H. Moyr-Har ting, Members; 
and Dr. J. Litawski, Secretary). They are examined by the 
Committee in the presence of representatives of the Governments 
(National Offices) submitting the charges. The Coimission 
then reports to the member Governments cases of war crimes in 
which there appears to bo either prina facie evidence sufficient 
to justify the apprehension and trial of individuals accused of 
war crimes, or else sufficient grounds to consider the wanted 
persons as suspects or material witnesses. This is the second 
stage of Committee l's work and in this respect the Comission 
functions in a manner resembling that of a comitting magistrate 
reporting to the Governments names of the individuals accused. 

This is being done in the form of the Commission*s Lists of War 
Criminals with which also all apprehending authorities concerned 
are being supplied and thus called upon to take the necessary 
action. 

As to procedure and processing of charge files by Comittee I 
and its Secretariat and preparation of the Comission*s Lists of 
Wnr firinlnnls reference is bcinpr made to Document l/47 (consolidated) 
of January lEt, 1946 

The present document covers the statistical aspect only of 
the very strenuous work of Committee I during nearly three years 
since its inception. 

The rules of procedure and legal rulings adopted and established 
by this Comittee, while considering charges and deciding upon 
the responsibility for war crimes, ns well as a survey of war 
crimes committed during the last war with a comontary on the most 
important cases submitted by the Governients, will bo dealt with in 
separate documents at a later date. 






3 


T ABLE I 


TOTAL NfryraEVR 0? C A P.FS frincc-n^) ruCWhc m 'i'KB COMMISSION 


TJin relieving n> res *hcr tbe total number of oasee 
(dossiers) reoeived by the Conmission, irrespective of the nationallty of 
■war criminals charged therein and the Governments (members of the 
CoBiaission) by which they have been submitted. 


m 


Year 

Cases ( Dossiers! 

1944 

464 

1945 

1,726 

1946 (to end of Mav) 

1,311 


3,501 


NoJ& 

1. First oases registered by the Commission were reoeived on 
1st February, 1944- 

2, All oases fall under two categories: (a) individual oases 
and (b) collective oases, according to whether they inolude 
oharges against one or more persons or units, and no 
distinction between these two categories has been made 
while arriving at the above figures. 

The total number of persona actually charged and listed by 
the Conmission (Tables II, III and the following) ia much 
higher than that of oaseB (dossiers) submitted. 










EXPLhNATORY NOTE ON TABLES II - VIII 

The following Tables TT and T7T / npd consequently rJ.sc 
Tables TV-VTTT, have been set up on the basis of periodical Lists of 
War Criminals issued by the (Jaixiission and not upon the General 
Alphabetical Index of names. As all oases received by the Counission 
are being registered and examined by Committee I according to countries 
submitting them, the periodical Lists of War CrL.iinals are being 
accordingly prepared and divided in separate sections, each of then 
including all persons or units charged by one country, irrespective 
of whether any of then night have been also charged by ary other 
oountry Sorx? of them have, in fact, been charged several tines. 
Therefore, the figures shown in Tables II and III do not represent 
the total number of persons and units actually listed in the General 
Alphabetical Index of War Criminals kept by the Commission. As the 
publication of such alphabetical and consolidated list (index) must 
necessarily be deferred until the very final stage of the Connission’a 
work, the total number of persons and units actually listed by the 
Commission to date is not available. Nevertheless, it may be safely 
assumed that the number of persons and units listed several times in 
the periodical Lists does not exceed of the total figures in 
Tables II and III. 

While arriving at the figures shown in Tables II-VIII, 
aocount has been taken of all changes and alterations in each List 
as indicated in subsequent Lists. 

Repartition of Tables II and III according to individual 
countries submitting charges and nationality of persons or units 
charged and listed, is shown in Tables IV-VIII, 

Cases which have not been aocepted by Committee I, 
and adjourned oases, are shown in Table X. 











TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS CHARGED BY THE GOVERNMENTS 


AND LISTED BY THE CCMcaSSlON 


(32i«l List iaauod in May, 1946 inclusive) * 



WAR CRIMINALS 

SUSPECTS 

MATERIAL 

WITNESSES 

TOTAL 

Germans ++ 

10,799 

2,256 

535 

13,590 

Japanese 

354 

56 

17 

427 

Italians 

723 

39 

9 

771 

Albanians 

2 

- 

- 

2 

Bulgarians 

175 

4 

- 

179 

Hungarians 

48 

- 

- 

48 

Rumanians 

4 

- 

- 

4 


12,105 

2,355 

561 

15,021 

+ List 32 issued in May, 

1946, includes charges accepted by Conr.iittee 


I up to 2nd May. Charge accepted later during the month of May 
(about 1,000 persons and units in number) will be included in 
the latest List,No.38,now in preparation. 

*+ These figures do not include Germans holding Key Positions 

listed in special Lists 7 and 9 (TABUS XII) , but they include Austria 

♦+♦ These figures do not include Japanese listed by the 8ub-Comission 
(TABUS XIII). 


Note 

1. Additional charges brought against persons once charged by 
the sane Government and listed, are not included. These are 
shown in TABLE IX. 

2. Persons listed as uiknawn by name are included In the above 
fiimrHH, 

3. In cases whore tlie description of a person oharged reads: 
"X.Y. head of .... or his suocessor or successors at the 
material time", each case has been counted as involving one 
person. 

4. In cases where the description of a group of persons oharged 
involves an unspecified number of persons unknown by name 
and holding similar official positions in a number of un¬ 
specified but different places of the sane administrative 
district or region - each group has been counted as a unit 
(See TABLE III). 
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TABLE III 

TOTAL NUMBER 0? UNITS *v tw rQVERML<E?!TS 

ANU LISTED BY THE COMMISSION 


(32ilil List iBsued in May, i$l*6 inclusive)* 



WAR CRIMINALS 

SUSPECTS 

MATERIAL 

WITNESSES 

Germans 

70 

183 

2 

Japanese 

13 

12 

- 


— 

— 

- 


83 

195 

2 


+ List 32 includes charges accepted by 

Committee I up to 2nd May. See explana¬ 
tion (+) to TABLE II 


Note . 




1. In eases -where the description of a group of 
persons charged involves an unspecified num¬ 
ber of persons unknown by naine and holding 
similar official positions in a number of 
unspecified but different places of the sane 
administrative district or region - each 
group has been counted eia a unit. 

2. Additional charges brought against units once 
charged by the same Government and listed. are 
not included. These are shown in TABLE IX. 

The description “’Unit” .x-r.no not only <iilitozy 
or para-military units, bub also members of civil 
enei.y bodies charged collectively in vie-,/ of 
their official position 


TOTAL 

255 

25 

280 


3 . 













NULfflBR OF PERSONS CHARGED BY THE GOVERN!'{ENTS 


AN D LISTE D BY THE Ctt MCSSICW 
(32nd List issued 1546 inclusive) 


r* 






GERMANS 


Material 


Total 

War Criminals 

Susoects 

Witnesses 

AUSTRALIA + 


(See United Kingdom) 



BELGIUM 

2,315 

1,829 

362 

124 

CANADA* 

30 

22 

1 

7 

CHINA 

« 

- 

- 

- 

CZECIOSLOVAKEA 

1,187 

780 

406 

1 

DENMARK 

54 

43 

11 


FRANCE 

6,155 

4,748 

1,110 

297 

GREECE 

16 

16 

- 

- 

INDIA + 


(See United Kingdom) 



LUXEMBURG 

34 

33 

1 

- 

NETHERLANDS 

329 

246 

47 

36 

NEW ZEALAND + 


(See United Kingdom) 



NORWAY 

1*64 

3 

CM 

210 

5 

POLAND 

865 

824 

39 

2 

UNITED KINGDOM 

1,158 

1,077 ++ 

1*0 

U 

UNITED STATES 

333 

318 

12 

3 

YUGOSLAVIA 

580 

550 

13 

17 

COMMISSION +++ 

70 : 

64 

4 

2 


13,590 

10,799 

2,256 

535 


+ Australian, Indian and New Zealand cases against German war criminals are 
being submitted through the United Kingdom National Office and have been in¬ 
cluded in the latter's figures. Future Canadian cases will also be submitted 
through the United Kingdom National Office. 

■*•+ 98 of these, charged for having comitted crimes against non-British nationals 

in Concentration Camps and the like, have been listed upon United Kingdom 
cases as they are to be tried by British Military Conrts In Germspy 

+++ These persons have been listed by the Conrdssion on its own initiative. 
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T^BLE V 


AUSTRALIA 
BELGIUM 
CANADA 
CHINA + 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

DENMARK 

PRANCE 

GREECE 

INDIA 

LUXEMBURG 

NETHERLANDS 

NEW ZEALAND 

NORWAY 

POLAND 


NU BEK O P "ERSONS CHARGED BY THE GO VERN: ENTS 
;JTD LISTED BY THE CO iA SSIGN 

(3^nd List issued in iiiy f 1946, inclusive) 
JAP AJill 


Total 

94 


Suspects 

3 


(Se« Chungking Lists: Table XIII) 


(Included in United Kingdom figures) 


(included in United Kingdom figures) 


Material 

Witnesses 


UNITED KINGDOM ++ 

107 

75 

24 

8 

UNITED STATES 

223 

194 

29 

- 

YUGOSLAVIA 

- 

- 

- 

- 

COMMISSION 

427 

354 

56 

17 


+ Chinese cases are being listed by the Sub-Commission in Chungking. 

(See TABLE Kill) 

++ A number of these cases have been submitted by the United Kingdom on behalf 
of A iio Indian and New Zealand National Offices. 

+++ In addition to these a number of Japanese war criminals charged by the 
United States have been listed by the Sub-Ccmmission in Chungking 
(List No 21, Sub-Commission's List No. 7) 

















p 

* V' 

<» 

T.A B L E_. VI 

NUMBER OP PERSONS CHARGED B Y T HE GOVERNilENTS 

AN D LISTED BY THE CO' ...looiON 

( M»r if V 7 , 1 ?-/' inclusive) 


Total 


AUSTRALIA 

BELGIUM 

CANADA 

CHINA 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

DENMARK 

FRANCE 

GREECE 

INDIA 

LUXEMBURG 

NETHERLANDS 

NEW /.i-.ki A iVij 

NORWAY 

POLAND 

UNITED KINGDOM + 
UNITED STATES 
YUGOSLAVIA 
COMMISSION 


ITALIANS 
gar CHrdnAlR 


vWepJLfl 


(included in the United Kingdom figures) 


(included in the United Kingdom figures) 


12 


12 


(included in the United Kingdom figures) 


(xncludcd in the United Kingdom figures) 


111 


648 


98 


613 


34 


Material 

Witnesses 


771 


723 


39 


+ A number of these cases have been submitted by the United Kingdom on be¬ 
half of the Australian, Canadian, Indian and New Zealand National Offices 
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TABLE VIII 


NUiiBER OP UNITS CHARGED BY THE GOVERNMENTS 


AND LISTED BY THE COMMISSION 


(32nd List issued in Hay, 1946 inclusive) 



AUSTRALIA 

BELGIUM 

CANADA 

CHINA 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 
1 DENMARK 
I PRANCE 
GREECE 
INDIA 

LUXEMBURG 
NETHERLANDS 
NEW ZEALAND 

NORWAY 

POLAND 

UNITED KINGDOM 

I 

UNITED STATES 
YUGOSLAVIA 
, COMMISSION 



GERMAN 


JAPANESE 





Total 

War l Sus- Material 

CriminalsipectslWitnesses 

Total 

War i Sus-iMateriax 

Criminals ipeotsiWitnesses 

(In 

1 I 

eluded in United.Kingdon 

22 

1 l 

11 l 11 l 

2 

figures) , 

1 I 

1111 
l l 

• 

l l 

l 1 

l 1 

*"* 


- 


224 

1 

f 1 

58 166 i 

i i 

a* 

1 1 

(see Chungking Lists) 
i 1 

- 


- 


23 

1 

5 i 16 i 2 

i i 

" 

1 1 

| 1 

- 

.1-1 

_ 


(In< 

1 1 

jluded in Uniteu Kingdon 


1 1 

mm 

figures) | 

1 I 


l ( 

l 1 

i i 

- 


- 


(Inc 

1 1 

jluded in United Kingdon 


> 1 


figUTQ3) 1 

1 1 

| 1 

- 

l 1 

l 1 

- 


- 

l - l 

6 

1 1 

6 i - i 

1 

I 1 

1 l - l 

- 

i I 

- i-l 

i i 

2 

1 

1 1 i 

I 

- 

1 1 

-1 


M 

' 1 

l i 

. 1 

1 

i i 

255 

1 1 

70 i 183 I 2 

25 

l l 

13 1 12 1 


Lit 
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TABLE IX 


ADD ITIONAL- CHARGES 

SUEiilTTBD BY THE GO VERNIENT S 
AND LISTED BY THE CaMISSION 


AUSTRALIA 

• * • 

• • • 

- 

BELGIUM 

• • • 

ft • • 

112 

CANADA 

• • • 

1 »• 

- 

OHTN4 

• •• 

♦ • • 

- 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

• • • 

• • ft 

100 

DENMARK 

■ • • 

• • ft 

1 

FRANCE 

• • • 

ft • ft 

268 

GREECE 

• • • 

• e • 

- 

INDIA 

• • • 

• • • 

- 

LUXEMBURG 

• • • 

• • • 

- 

NETHERLANDS 

• • • 

* • « 

6 

NEW ZEALAND 

• • • 

• • • 

- 

NORWAY 

• • • 

• • • 

5 

POLAND 

• • • 

• • • 

117 

UNITED KINGDOM 

• » • 

• • • 

34 

UNITED STATES 

• • • 

• • • 

27 

YUGOSLAVIA 

• • • 

• • • 

70 

CaMISSION 

• • • 

• • • 



742 


This Table shows the total numbers of additional 
oharges brought against persons and units 
previously charged by the sane Government. 

















T ABLE X 

CASES NOT ACCENTED. OB ADJOURNED 


NOT ACCEPTED 



In toto 

In part 

In toto 

In part 

AUSTRALIA 

8 

10 

- 

- 

BELGIUM 

5 

30 

6 

7 

CANADA 

- 

1 

- 

- 

C T iINA 

- 

- 

- 

- 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

1 

10 

4 

2 

DENMARK 

- 

- 

1 

- 

PRANCE 

32 

204 

33 

14 

GREECE 

- 

1 

- 

1 

INDIA 

- 

- 

- 

- 

LUXEMBURG 

1 

- 

5 

- 

NETHERLANDS 

5 

8 

3 

1 

NEW ZEALAND 

- 

- 

- 

- 

NORWAY 

- 

3 

- 

- 

POLAND 

- 

5 

2 

- 

UNITED KINGDOM 

75 

174 

14 

^ * 
mJL 

UNITED STATES 

5 

58 

- 

- 

YUGOSLAVIA 

4 

73 

18 

11 

COMMISSION 

- 

- 

- 

- 


136 + 

585 ++ 

88 

47 

4* 

4-4- 

29 'B' cases 
26 'B' cases 

included 

included 




ADJOURNED 


Note . 

1. Cases liulioatod as "Not acoopted" have been rejected because 
Committee I was not satisfied that there is or will be 
sufficient evidence to justify a prosecution of persons or 
units charged therein. To this category belong also cases 
which, in the opinion of Committee I, do not constitute a 
p-rina facie cese of a war crime, or even a war cri; e at all. 

n 

Consideration of such a oaco nay be re-opened at any tine 
provided the National Office concerned submits information 
and evidence sufficient to justify listing of'.persons oharged 
therein as war criminals. 

2, "In part" - means that charges against some persons or units oharged 
collectively in a case have for some reason been considered &b not 
sufficiently substantiated. With regard to these cases National 
Offices have been asked for additional information. 
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TABLE XI. 


LISTS OF WAR CRIMINALS ISSUED BY THE COMMISSION 

Categories of 

criminals „ „ _ _ 


No. 

Date of Issue 

involved 

TYPE OF LIST 

1 

December 1944 

A 

Germans 

2 

December 1944 

A 

Italians 

3 

March 1945 

A 

Cerraans 

4 

Maroh 1945 

A - S - W 

Japanese 

5 

March 1945 

A - S - W 

Germans, Italians,Albanians, 
Bulgarians, Hungarians, 
Rumanians. 

6 

April 1945 

A 

Germans 

7 

April,1945 

K 

Germans Holding Key Positions 
(See TABLE XII). 

8 

May 1945 

A - S - W 

Germans 

9 

May 1945 

X 

Germans Holding Key Positions 
(See TABLE XII) 

10 

June 1945 

A - S - W 

Germans 

11 

July 1945 

A-S-W 

Germans 

12 

July 1945 

A - S - W 

Italians, Hungarians. 

13 

August 1945 

A-S-W 

Germans 

14 

Ootober 1945 

A-S-W 

Germans 

15 

October 1945 

A-S-W 

Italians, Bulgarians. 

16 

Deoember 1945 

A-S-W 

Germans. 

17-23 

one volume) 

January 1946 

A - K - W 

Japanese listed by the Sub- 
Commission. (See TABU! XIII) 

24 

January 1946 

A-S-W 

Japanese 

25 

February 1946 

A-S-W 

Germans 

26 

February 1946 

A-S-W 

I talians, Bulgarians .Hungarians 
Rumanians. 

27 

March 1946 

A-S-W 

Germans. 

28 

March 1946 

A-S-W 

Germans 

29 

April 1946 

A - S 

J apanese 

30 

April 1946 

& 

1 

to 

1 

•A 

Germans 

31 

May 1946 

A-S-W 

Germans 

32 

May 1946 

A-S-W 

Germans 

33-37 

one volume; 

June 1946 

A - W 

Japanese listed by the Sub- 
Comnission.(See TABIE XIII) 


Note "A" stands for WAR CRIMINALS 

"K" " " WAR CRIMINALS HOLDING KEY POSITIONS 

"S" " " SUSPECTS 

"W" " " MATERIAL WITNESSES (ENEMY). 










LISTS OP 


GERilAN WAA riUL'-^IS- 1ST POSITICii.. 


Nunbsr of Persons Listed 


List No. 7 . 353 

List No. 9 . 209 


562 


Note . Persons included in the above Lists were 

listed by the Commission on its own initiative. 

As to the procedure adopted for listing 
persons holding key positions, reference is 
being made to the respective Lists. 


TABLE XIII 


CHUNGKING SUB-COMMISSION'S LISTS 
OF JAPANESE WAP CRMENALS 
(issued up to April,1946) 


Total number of War Crxi.unals and Material Witnesses ... 1,196 

(Sub-Commission*s Lists Nos. 1, 2, 5-7, 8-12) 

Total number of War Criminals Holding Key Positions 13C 

(Sub-Commission's Lists Nog. 3 and 4) _ 

1,32b 


Note . These Lists have been prepared and adopted by the 
Far Eastern and Pacific Sub-Co: mission in 
Chungking and reproduced by the Commission as its 
Lists Nos. 17-23 and 33-37 (See TABLE XI). 
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C. 2CH 

27th June.. 1946 


UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION. 

First Pnnr.l nment 
to the 
Synorsi° 
of Trial Reports 
(Doc. C.204). 


In addition to the Trial Reports registered 
in Doc.C,204, the following reports have 
been received by the United Nations War Crimes 
Commission by 24 th June, 1946. * 


II, British Trials. 




77-J) Trial against Kojima Hist.jiro and Takayoshi Eizo of the 

Imperial Japanese Navy. 

Date & Place of Trial: Singapore, 8th - 11th April, 1946. 

Charge:(l) Committing a war crime in that they, at 
Nancowry Island in or about the month of 
July 1945, in violation of the laws and 
usages of war, were together concerned in the 
ill-treatment and injury of Najiro and Kamadi, 
civilian residents of Nancowry Island, aforesaid, 
and the deaths of the said Najiro and Ranadi 
were caused thereby. 

(2) Committing a war crime in that they, at 
. Nancowry Island, in or about tne month of July 

1945, in violation of the laws and usages of 
war, were together concerned in the ill- 
treatment and injury of Daulat, a civilian 
resident of Nancowry Island aforesaid and the 
death of the said Daulat was caused thereby. 

Verdiot: 1st accused: Each charge - Not Guilty. 

2nd accused: Charge (ll - Guilty, 

Charge (2) - Not Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 


78-J) Trial against Kojima Hisujiro and Asai Kenichi of the Imperial 

Japanese Navy. 

Date & Place of Trial: Singapore, 12, 13 and 15 April,1946. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that they, at 

Nancowry Island in or about the months of May 
and June 1945, in violation of the laws and 
usages of war.were together concerned in the 
ill-treatment and injury of Waris and Abdul 
Karim civilian residents of Nancowry Island 
aforesaid, in consequence whereof, the said 
Waris and Abdul Karim died. 

Verdict: Each accused - Guilty (with exceptions.) 

Sentences: 1st accused : Imprisonment for life. 

2nd accused : Death by hanging. 


m This paper contains '-n Page 8 and the following 

the synopsis of the first fourty-seven reports on trials 
conducted by French Courts. 


c. 2Ctf 

z/tn June, 1946. 

UiMju.au NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION. 

First Supplement 

to the 

Synopsis 

of Trial Reports 
(boc. C.204). 


I' 1 addition to the Trial Reports registered 
in Doc.C.204, the following reports have 
been received by the United Nations War Crimes 
Commission by 24th June, 1946. * 



77- J) Trial against Kojima Hist.,-lire- and Takayoshi Eizo of the 

Imperial Japanese Navy. 

Date & Place of Trial: Singapore, 8th - 11th April, 1946. 

Charge:(l) Committing a war orime in that they, at 
Nancowry Island in or about the month of 
July 1945, in violation of the laws and 
usages of war, were together concerned in the 
ill-treatment and injury of Najiro and Ramadi, 
civilian residents of Nancowry Island, aforesaid, 
and the deaths of the said Najiro and Ranadi 
were caused thereby. 

(2) Committing a war crime in that they, at 
, Nancowry Island in or about tile month of July 

1945, in violation of the lav/s and usages of 
war, were together concerned in the ill- 
treatment and injury of Daulat, a civilian 
resident of Nancowry Island aforesaid and the 
death of the said Daulat was caused thereby. 

Verdict: 1st accused: Each charge - Not Guilty. 

2nd accused: Charge flj - Guilty, 

Charge (2) - Net Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

78- J) Trial against Kojima Hisajiro and Asai Kenichi of the Imperial 

Japanese Navy. 

Date & Place of Trial: Singapore, 12, 13 and 15 April,1946. 

Charge: Conmitting a 'war crime in that they, at 

Nancowry Island in or about the months of Mav 
and June 1945, in violation of the laws and 
usages of war ; were together concerned in the 
ill-treatment and injury of Waris and Abdul 
Karim civilian residents of Nancowry Island 
aforesaid, in consequence whereof, the said 
Waris and Abdul Karim died. 

Verdict: Each accused - Guilty (with exceptions.) 

Sentences: 1st accused : Imprisonment for life. 

2nd accused : Death by hanging. 


* This paper contains on Page 8 and the following 

the synopsis of the first fourty-seven reports on trials 
conducted by French Courts. 







/9-J) Trial ageanec Sgt.Maj.Hasegawa Sadeo fc>o-Cho and bup,fte. 

Matsuda Osamu Jyoto-Hei. 

Date & Place of Trial: Labuan, 12, 13 and 15 April, 1946, 

Charge! Committing a vat crime in that they, together, 
in violation of the laws and usages of \<ui , 
were, in the vicinity of "Papar, British Borneo, 
being in the service or tne occupying lower, on 
or about the 22nd July 154-5, concerned in the 
unlawful hilling of Ah Kim, a oW ion resident 
of British Borneo aforesaid. 

Verdict: Both guilty. 

Sentences: 1st accused - imprisonment for 15 years. 

jna accused - iapriaunmont fer J years. 

80- J) Trial against W/0 Ikuma Tomoshige Jun-I and Vivo others. 

Date & Place of Trial: Labuan, 8-10 April 1946. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that they, together, 

in violation of the laws and usages of war at 
Kuala Belait, Borneo in or about the month of 
June 1945, being in the service of the occupying 
Power were concerned in the killing of three 
oivilian residents of British Borneo. 

Verdict: All guilty. 

Sentences: Death by shooting, 1, 

Imprisonment for life, 1, 

Imprisonment for 5 years,1. 

81- J) Trial against Nadamoto Hideo and two others. 

Date & Place of Trial: Singapore, 1-5 and 8-9 April, 1946. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that they, at Port 

Blair in the Andaman Islands on or about 15th 
January 19A5, in violation of the laws and 
usages of war, v«re together concerned in the 
ill-treatment and injury of Salam Din a civilian 
resident of Port Blair aforesaid, as a consequence 
whereof the said Salam Din died. 

Verdict: All guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for life, 1, 

Imprisonment for 15 years, 2. 

82- J) Trial against Minoru Kaneko of the Imperial Japanese Navy. 

Date* Place of Trial: Singapore, 10-13 April 1946. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that he, at Port 

Blair, in or about the month of February 1945, 
in violatiun of the laws and usages of war, was 
concerned in th-s ill-treatment c*nd injury ‘f 
. • Makundi, a civilian resident of Port Blair 

• aforesaid, in consequence whereof the death of 

the said Makundi was caused thereby. 

Verdict; Guilty, 

Sentence.: Death by hanging. 

83- J) Trial against W/0 Tomono Shunio of the Imperial Japanese Ai-ujy. 

Date & Placeof Trial: Singapore, 28th March and 1-3 
April, 1946, 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that he, in or near 

Lnng-Thanh Ai T 'fi r ‘Td, ^n-ignn^ French Indo-China. 
in or about the month of July 1945, in 
violation of the laws and usages of war, was 
concerned in the unlawful killing of T/Sgt Allen 
W. Nicks, and T/Sgt Joseph A. Demaria, both of 
the United States amy Air Force, American 
prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 
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84) Trial against Genoral Nicola Bellomo, Italian 

-ate £ Ilacc of Triali Bari, Italy, 23-28 ,r uly 1945. 

Charges(l) Committing a war crime in that he at Torre Tr®sco 
near Bari, Italy, on 30th November 1941, in 
violation of the laws and usages of war, did 
instigate and take part in the killing of Capt. 

G. 1'luync, The uioueeLtcrsni.’c Hussars, a prisoner 
of war, then in arrest following his reoapture. 

(k) Committing a wtir crime in th.it he at Torre Tresca 
ne»r Bari, Italy t on iOth November 1941. in 
violation of the law3 and usages of wax', did 
instigate and take part in the attempted killing 
of Capt.(then Lt.)R.R.Uooke, the Queen's Own 
Iiitycxl Vie at Kent Regiment, a prisoner cf war, then 
in oiicst following his recapture. 

Verdict: Both charges, Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by footing. Sentence executed on 11th 

September 1945. 



Trial against Werner Fritz Heeling, Erich Hoffmann and Fritz 
Pauerlein. 

Date & Place of Trial: 10th - 13th December 1945, at Oslo, 
Norway. 

Qiargei Committing a war crime in that they at Stavanger, 
on days unknown in or about the month of 
November 1942, in violation of the lav/a and 
usages of war, were concerned in the killing of 
four unidentified British prisoners of war. 

Verdict: All guilty. 

Sentences: Fritz Seeling and Erich Hoffmann, death by 
hanging. 

Fritz Fauerlein, imprisonment foi life. 

Sentence imposed on Seeling was put into 
execution at Akerhus Prison, Oslo, Norway, on 
10th January 1946. 

Sentence imposed on Hoffmann was pvt into execu¬ 
tion at Home In Zuchthcius(Gerjnar\y) on 19 th May, 1946. 



Trial against Karl Buck, Robert Wunsch ana 9 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 6th - 10th May 1946 at Wuppertal, 
Germany, the court consisting of five British 
officers and one French officer of the French 
Air Force, with a British barrister as Judge 
Advocate, 

Cliarge: B«ing concerned in the killing of six British 

prisoners cf war, four American prisoners of 
war and four French nationals. 

Verdict: 10 of the accused were found guilty. 

One not guilty. 

Sentences: Death by shooting, 5, 

Inqjrisonment for 10 years, 1, 

" " 8 " 1 , 

« ii 4 ii i t 



87) Trial against Max Pauly and 13 others, (The Neuengamme Trial). 

Date & Place of Trial: Hamburg, 18th March to 3rd May, 1946. 
Charge: Being concerned in the killing and ill-treatment 

of allied nationals at Neuengamme concentration 
camp between June 1940 and May 1945, 

Verdict: All the accused, guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 11,, 

Imprisonment for 20 years, 1, 

ii i. 15 « l f 

" " 10 ■ 1 . 








88) Trial against Karl Adam Golkel and 13 others. 

Date & Place of trial: 15th - 21st May 1946 at Wuppertal, 
Germany, 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that they at La Grande 

Posse, Prance, on 15th October 1944, in 
violation of the laws and usages of vrar, were 
utJwv. it 1 L. M UHiof 8 Pi It I ah doldioxa of 
tho No,2, Special Air Service Regiment, when 
prisoners of wa r, 

v erdict; 0 of the accused, found guilty. 

£ of the accusLd found not guilty, 

Sentneces: imprisonment for 10 years, 1, 

" " 8 " 2 , 

" " 4 " 3, 


89) Trial against Colonello Massimiliano Capurso and Clemente Fantacoi. 

Date & Place of Trial: Briii: h -lilifary Court r.t Afragola, 

Z'ith - 29 th Marcu 1946« 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that they at Zforzacosta, 

Italy, on nr about ?4th February, 1943, in violation 
of the laws and usages of war, ’were concerned in the 
killing of Tpr,A.ron, a British Prisoner of War, 

Verdict: Both found guilty. 

Sentenoes: Capurso, imprisonment for 4 years. 

Pantacci, imprisonment for 15 years. 

The Commanding General did not confirm the findings 

and sentence in the case of Colonello Capurso. 

The findings and sentence in the case of Pantacci 

were confirmed, but 7 years of the sentence of 15 

vears wore remitted. 

» ♦ * 

90 ) Trial against Josef Muth and 5 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: B Pil'Aary Court at Wuppertal, 

Germany, 4th and 5th June, 1946, 

Charge: In that they, at Struthof/Natszeiler, on or about 

30th July 1944, in violation cf the laws and 
usages of war, were concerned in the killing of 
Sgt.Hapgood, R.A.P., a British prisoner of vrer, 

Verdiot: One accused, not guilty, (no evidence produced.) 

he other 5 were found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 3, 

Death by shooting, 1, 

Imprisonment for 7 years, 1, 

ql) Trial against Kurt Student 

Date & Place of Trial: British Military Court at Luneb^g, 

6th - 10th May, 1946. 

Charges:(l) Responsibility for the use of British prisoners 
of war as a screen for tho defence of German 
troops when near Maleme, Crete. 

(?) Responsibility for employing British prisoners of 
war on prohibited work at Maleme Aerodrome, 

(3) Responsibility for the shooting and killing of 
several British prisoners of war for refusing to 
do prohibited work at Moir<nv t 

(4) Responsibility for tho bombing of a hospital 
near Galatos. 

(5) RespoiWj.b.'li ty for drivAiig a party of British 
prisoners of toz bifero then by German troops 

( near Galatos, 

(6) Responsibility for killing of 3 British soldiers 
near Galatos. 

(7) Responsibility for killing of British prisoners 
of war near Galatos, 

(8) Responsibility for the killing of British 
prisoners of war near Maleme, 
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Verdict: N 0 t guilty on charges N 0 s. 1, 4, 5# 7^»d 8, 

Guilty on charges Nos. 2, 3 and 6, 
sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years. * 


IV. United States Trials. 

34) Trial against 77ilholm Foerster, a German national. 

■4a.te u place ef Trial: l?th ..pxii 1946, Intermediate Military 
Government Court, Liidwi£sbu’'g, 

'^uirge;{l) In t:. -t ho :'ld t V<" riVirg, f 4iTV\ny, in or about 
September 194';-, wilfully, deliberately and wrong¬ 
fully attempt to kill an unknown member of the 
United Status A r ny f 't/ho vms then an unarmed, 
surrendered prisoner of war, by shooting at him 
with a rifle. 

(2) In that he did at Homburg, Germry in or about 
September 1944, wrongfully commit an assault upon 
an unknown member of the United States Army who 
was then an unarmed, surrendered prisoner of the 
then German Reich, by hitting him on the head 
with the butt of a rifle. 

% Verdict: Not guilty of first charge, Guilty of the second 

charge. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for two years, 

35) Trial against Otto Sukopp and Kurt Kiehne, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: General Military Government Court at 
Ludwigsburg, $th April 1946. 

Charge: In that they did, at or near Gross Dentke, Germany, 

on or about 28th Septenfcer 1944, wilfully, 
deliberately and -wrongfully encourage, aid, abet 
and participate in the killing of a member of the 
United States /army who was then an unarmed, 
surrendered prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Both guilty. 

Sentence: Sukopp to be imprisoned for 12 years, 

Kiehne to be imprisoned for 5 years, 

36) Trial against Albert Luechau, 

Date & Place of Trial: Intermediate Military Government Court 
%. at Ludwigsburg, 11th April 1946, 

Charge: In that he did, at or near Alvesse, Kreis Peine, 

Germany, on or about 20th January 194^# wrongfully, 
commit an assault upon an unknown member of the 
United States Army who was then an unarmed, 
surrendered prisoner of war in the custody of the 
then German Reich, by nitting him in the back with 
a rifle. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years# 

37) Trial against Georg Hitzer, 

Date & Place of Trial: 11th March 1946, General Military 
Government C UU rt, Ludwigsburg. 

Charge: In that ho did, at Rauenheim, Germany, in or 

about January 1945# wrongfully commit an assault 
upon two unknown members of the United States Army 
who were then unarmed, surrendered prisoners of 
war in the custody of the then G e rman Reich, 1 y 
hitting them with his fist and a long handled scrub 
brush. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 4 years. (Period of confinement 

reduced to two years.) 

m for continuation of list of British Trial Reports, 
see Page 15. 


U 1. 
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38) Trial againat Otto Rudolph, a Gorman national. 

Date & Place of Trial: Intermediate Military Government Court 
at Ludwigsburg, 2nd April 1946. 

Charge: In that he did, at or near Sangsrhausen, Germany, 

on or about 2nd November 1944, wrongfully commit 
an assault up^n an unknown rnambor of the United 
ctatvj Amy, who was ccion an unarmed, surrendered 
piiaun^i of wax j. ii thu oua tody u± the t.'ien German 
Reich, by beating him on the head with a rock, 
(/mended to include "and beating him with his fist'*.) 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 7 years. Findings confirmed, but 

sentence commuted to imprisonment for 2 years. 

39) Trial against Alfred Roller, a German National, 

Date & Place of Trial: Intermediate Military Government Court at 
Ludwigsburg, 2nd April 1946. 

Charge: In that he did, at or near Roloven, Germany, on or 

about 26th November 1944, wrongfully and with intent 
to do him bodily harm, commit an assault upon an 
unknown member of the United States Army, who was 
then an unarmed surrendered prisoner of war in the 
custody of the then German Ibich, by hitting him 
UVeX tlio lioud with a sliok, 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years. Findings confirmed, but 

sentence reduced to imprisonment for 2 years, 

40) ftrial against Rudolf Haferburg, 

Date & Place of Trial: 30th April 1946, Intermediate Military 
Government C our t, L u <3vd.gsburg. 

Charge: In that he did, at or near Billroda, Germany, on or 

about 7th October 1944, wrongfully commit an assault 
upon an unknown member of the United States Arrty who 
was then an unarmed, surrendered prisoner of wax in 
the custody of the then German Reich, by hitting him 
and kicking him. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentences Imprisonment for one year, 

41) Trial against Karl Stieg, Wilhelm Paland and Fritz Teutegerg, 

Date & Place of Trial: 7th December 1945, Intermediate 
Military Government Court, Dudwigsburg, 

Charge:(l) Against Paland and Stieg: In that they did, at or 

near Reiffenhausen, Germany, on or about 14 th august, 
192*4, wrongfully commit an assault upon an unknown 
member of the United States Army who was then an 
unarmed surrendered prisoner of war in the custody 
of the then German Reich, by hitting him in the face 
with their fists, 

(2) Against Teuteberg: In that ho did, at or near 

Reiffenhaucen, Germany, on or about 14th August 19Vi, 
wrongfully and with intent to do him bodily harm, 
commit an assault upon an unknown member of the Unite: 
States Army who was then an unarmed, surrendered 
prisoner of war in t he oustody of the then German 
Reich, by hitting him in the faco with his fists and 
by kicking him. 

Verdict: Paland and Teuteberg, Guilty. Stieg, not guilty. 

Sentences? Paland, imprisonment for 2 years. 

Teutegerg, imprisonment for 4 years. 
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42) Trial against Johann Melchior and Walter Hirschelmann, 

Date & Place of Trial: Gonoral Military Government Court 
at Ludwigsburg, 22nd - 24th January 1946. 

Charge: In that they did, at or near Crossonlinden, 

Germany, on or about 9th September 1944, wilfully, 
deliberately and wrongfully aid, abet, 
encourage and participate in Ihe killing of two 
unknown members of the United States Airy who 
were then unarmed, surrender* d prisoners of mv in 
the custody of the then German Reich, by shooting 
them with guns. 

Verdict: Both guilty. 

Sentences: Both imprisonment for life, 

43) Trial against Hans Pohl, 

Date & Place of Trial: 14 May 1946 at Ludwigsburg, 

Intermediate Military Government Court. 

Charge: In that he did, at or near Schierstein, Germany, 

on or about 10th March 1944, wrongfully commit 
an assault upon an unknown member of the United 
States Army, who was then an unarmed, surrendered 
prisoner of war in the custody of the then German 
Reich, by hitting him in the face with his fist and 
by kicking him. 

, Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for one year and a fine of 1,0 vj0 

Reichmarks. 

Findings confirmed, but sentence commuted to 
imprisonment for six months and the fine of 
1,000 Reichsmarks remitted. 

44) T r ial against Karl Neiiber, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: General Military Government Court at 
Ludwigsburg, 26th April 1946, 

Charge: In that he did, at or near Hanau, Germany, on 

or about 17th February 1945, wilfully, deliberately 
and wrongfully encourage, aid, abet and participate 
in the killing of three unknown members of the 
United States Army who were then unarmed, surrendered 
prisoners of war in the custody of the then German 
Reich, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 7 years. 

45) Trial against Adolf Weger and Julius Schulzo, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: General Military Government Court, 
Ludv/igsburg, 29th-30th November and 1st - 8th 
December, 1945* 

Charge: In that they did, at or near Hanau, on or about 

17th February 1945, wilfully, deliberately and 
wrongfully encourage, aid, abet and participate 
in the killing of Charles B. Goldstein, a member 
of the United States Army, and two other unknown 
members of the United States Arny, who wexe then 
unarmed, surrendered prisoners of war in the 
custody of the then German Reich* 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Weger, sentenced to death by shooting. 

Schulze sentenced to imprisonment for life. 

Findings confirmed, but sentences commuted to: 

Weger imprisonment for life and Schulze to 
imprisonment for 25 years. 


U 1 









46 ) Trial against Robert Schaucr, Fritz Amstutz and Willi Christ. 

Date and Place of Trial: General Military Government 

Court at Ludwigsburg, 4th - 8th December 1945. 

Charge: In that they did, at or near Nicdurseclback, 

on or about 19th Cotobcr 1944, wilfully, 
deliberately and wrongfully aid, abet and 
participate in the killing of three unknown 
members of the United States Armv. who were 
then unarmed, surrendered prisoners of war 
in the custody of the then German Reich. 

(Note:"One substituted for "three" in the 
case of Willi Christ). 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentences: Willi Christ, imprisonment for one year. 

Fritz Amstutz,imprisonment for five years. 
Robert Schauer, imprisonment for thirteen 

years. 


47) Trial against Gustav Sauter. 

Date and Place of Trial: General Military Government 
Court, sitting as an Intermediate Military 
Government Court, Ludwigsburg, 11th and 12th 
March 1946. 

Charge: In that he did, at Flehingen, Germany, on or 

about 21st July 1944, wrongfully commit an 
assault upon two unknown members of the 
United States Army who wore then unarmed, 
surrendered prisoners of war in the cus¬ 
tody of the then German Reich, by hitting 
them with a cane. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence:Imprisonment for 3 years. 


VIU. French Trial Reports 

1) Trial of Richard Horchen. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Bor¬ 
deaux. Judgnont delivered on Dec. 23rd 1944. 
Charge: Murder of a French civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence:Death: Commuted by decree of July 12th,1945 
to penal servitude for life. 

2) Trial of Georges Hillenbrand and five others. 

Date and Place of Tri/’l : Military Tribunal at Rennes. 

Judgment delivered on July 13th, 1945. 

Charge: Illegal shooting of French prisoners of war. 
Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence:Death. 

3) Trial of Uetlef Jess. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at 

Montpellier . Judgment delivered July x/th,1945. 
Charge: Complicity in arson, committed against a 
French civiliah. 

Verdict.; Guilty, but with extenuuting circumstances. 
Sentence:Penal Servitude for twenty years. 

4) Trial of Joseph Strothmuller. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Mont- 
Pellier, Judgment delivered July 27th,1945. 
Charge: Murder of French civilian. 

Verd'ict:Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 
Sentence: Penal Servitude for life. 
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5) Trial of Anthcn Weiss 

Date and Place of Tried: Military Tribunal at Lyon, 
Judgement delivered August 8th 1945* 

Charge: Complicity in murder, and murder, committed 
against French Civilians, 

Verdict: Guilty* 

Sentence: Death. Commuted to Penal Servitude for life 

by the Pre ?irlnnt of tho Pro visional Government 
on September l6th, 1945, 

6) Trial of Gregor Kampfert. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Lyon, 
Judgment delivered on August 17th, 1945. 
Charge: Murder of French civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death. Commuted to Penal Servitude for 
life by the President of the Provisional 
Government, on September l6th, 1945* 

1$, 7) Trial of Walter Keilpflug, 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Lyon* 

, Judgment delivered August 17th, 1945. . 

Charges Mirdeh, illegal arrest, and theft 
committed against Fienoh civilians. 

Verdict; Gdilty, but the killings were unpremeditated* 
and there were extenuating circumstanoeS, 
Sentence: Penal Servitude for life, 

8) Trial of Georg Schonheiter, 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Lyon. 

Jud®nent delivered August 17th, 1945. 

Charge; Complicity in murder, murder, and 

complicity in illegal arrest, committed 
against various French citizens. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence:Death. Commuted to Penal Servitude for life 
by the President of the Provisional Govern¬ 
ment on September l6th, 1945. 

Q. 

9) Trial of Friedrich Brandt. - 

Date and Plaoe of Trial: Military Tribunal at Lyon. 

Judgment delivered September 26th, 1945* 

Charge: Pillage, and robbing a wounded French soldier. 
Verdict; Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 
Sentence:Penal Servitude for five years, 

10) Trial of Walter Honschcl and Herbert Shieffer. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Toulouse. 

Judgment delivered on September 28th, 1945* 
Charge: As to Hentschel, complicity in murder; as to 

Ghicffcr, murder. Ao ts wore committed against 
FVcnch priaoners-of-war in German hands. 
Verdict: o-uiity. 

Sentence .'Death, 

11) Trial of Karl Frantz Toschke 

Date ana Place uf Trial; Military Tribunal at Rennes, 
Judgment delivered October 17th, 1945. 

Charge: Murder of a French civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence:Death. 
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12) Trial of Carl Bauer and two others. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Dijon, 
Judgment Delivered on October 18th, 1945, 
Charge: Complicity in the murder of three F.F.I. 

prisoners of War, 

Verdict: Guilty,but with extenuating circumstances 

in favour of two cf the accused. 

Sontono#: On Bauer, - doath. 

On the other two - imprisonment for five years, 

13) Trial of Paul Nacksel. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal, at Lyon, 
Judgment delivered October 24th, 1945, 

Charge: Robbing, striking and wounding a gbndnnae. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for three years and six 
months, 

14) Trial of Hans Szabados, 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Iyon, 
Judgment Delivered on October 24th, 1945* 
Charge: Murder, arson, wilful destruction of 

buildings and pillage, committed against 
persons of French and other nationalities. 
Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death, Annulled by the Tribunal Militaire 

de Cassation, in Paris, on November 23rd, 1945. 

15) Trial of Frantz Stiesshl and two others. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Rennes. 

Judgment Delivered on October 30th, 1945. 

Charge: Complicity in the murder of French prisoners 

of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death, 

16) Trial of Feldwebel Kolle. 

Date and Place of Trial; Military Tribunal at 

Strasbourg. Judgment Delivered on November 
5th, 1945. 

Charge: Wilfully striking and wounding a French 

civilian,and theft. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: In his absence, imprisonment for five years, 
and a fine of six thousand franoe. 

17) Trial of Lucion Fromes, 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Lyons. 

Judgment Delivered. November 23rd, 1945. 

Charge: Murder, pillage and wilful destruction of 

buildings, committed against French civilians. 
Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death. 

18) Trial of Wilhelm Allgaier, 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Angers. 

Judgment delivered November 30th, 1945* 

Charge: Wilfully striking and wounding a French 

civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: ConfinerDHtfor six years. 
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19) Trial of Hans Muller. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Angers, 
Judgment Delivered on November 30th, 1945. 

Chorcre : Rape committed against a French civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

SontenoejImprisonment for two years, 

20) Trial of Kmest Muller. 

Date and Place of Trials 2»Iilitary Tribunal at Lillo, 

Judgment Delivered December 5th, 1945. 

Charge: Murder of French civilians. 

Verdict. N^t guilty of muru-x. Guilty nf nonrnl .ioity 
in murder, but in extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence:Penal Servitude for life. Later annulled by the 

Tribunal Militaire do Cassation, Paris, 25th January 

21) Trial of Max Pior. 1946. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Lyon. 

Judgment Delivered December 14th, 1945. 

Charge: Attempted murder, and theft, comndttcd against 
^ a French citizen. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentenoe: Imprisonment for two years. 

22) Trial of Otto Rampp. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Lyon, 

Judgment Delivered on December 14th, 1945. 

’ Charge: Cooperating with the Miliciens and the 

Gestapo in France, 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 

23) Trial of Frederic Roth and three others. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Lyon. 

Judgment Delivered on December 14th, 1945. 

Charge: Torturing detained French civilians. 

Verdict:All guilty but one. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for periods from six months 
to two years. 

& 24) Trial of Gunther Schellmann. 

Date and Place of Trial; Military Tribunal at Clermont- , 
Ferrand. Judgment Delivered December 19th, 1945. 

Charge: Murder of a French civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence:Penal Servitude for twenty years, 

25) Trial of Fritz Milke ar.d Willy Tzsochoppe. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Clermont- 

Ferrand, Judgment delivered on December 20th,1945. 

Charge: As to Milke, murder; as to Tzsochoppe; attempted 
murder. Both committed against French civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontenci-i ; Death. Judgment annulled by the Tribunal 

Militaire dc Cassation, on January 25th, 194'-'. 

Case sent back to the same court differently 
composed, 

ZC) Trial of FHnk Winzen in his absence. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Tunis. 
Judgment Delivered December 21st 1945. 

Charge: Attempted murder of a French civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence:Penal servitude for twenty years. 
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27) Trial of Johann Wunder. 

Date and Plae^ of Trial: Military Tribunal at Strasbourg. 

Judgment Delivered on January 8th, 1946, 

Charge: Theft from a French Civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty, in his absence. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for three years, 

20) Trial of Kohlhaas. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Strasbourg. 

Judgment Delivered. January 22n4, 1946. 

Charge: Murder in France of a Polish Prisoner-of-Wur. 

Verdict: Guilty, in his absence. 

Sentence: Penal Servitude for life, 

29) Trial of Hans Szabados. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Clermond- 

Ferrand. Judgment Delivered January 23rd, 1946. 
Charge: Conplicity in murder, in arson of dwellings, 

in wartime pillage, and in destruction of 
dwellings by means of explosives, committed 
against French civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Penal Servitude for life. 

30) Trial of Robert Hagt. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Toulouse. 

Judgment Delivered January 29th, 1946. 

Charge: Murder of a French civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty of unpremeditated killing. 

Sentenoe: Penal Servitude for life. 

31) Trial of Adolf Jopp and Wilhelm Mampe. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Toulouse. 

Judgment delivered January 29th, 1946. 

Charge: As to Jopp, murder: a3 to Mampe, complicity 

in murder. Acts were committed against u, 

French civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death. 

32) Trial of Karl Merschrod and Karl Gillard. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Strasbourg. 

Judgment Delivered: January 29th, 1946. 

Charge: Pillage and theft against a French civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty, in their absence. 

Sentence: Penal Servitude for twenty years: 

for Gillard also a fine of 10,000 francs. 

33) Trial of Erwin Bahl. 

Date and Place of Trial: MilitaryTribunal at Toulouse. 

Judgment Delivered February 12th, 1946. 

Charge; tfiliui murder of a French civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death. 

34) Trial of Leopold Kaniok and three others. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Toulouse. 

Judgment Delivered February 12th, 1946. 

Charge: Co-operating with the Gestapo in France. 

Verdict: All guilty except one. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for three and five years. 
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35) Trial of Kurt Blindaucr 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at 

Toulouse. Judgment Delivered on February 19th, 
1946. 

Charge: Co-operaliun with the Ccctapo: illegal 

arrest and confinement; torturing persons so 

oT-wiq + f.H rtrwi non-Pi rod. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence:Death. 

36) Trial of Heinrich Gerwig. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Nancy, 
Judgment Delivered on March 4th, 1946. 

Charge: Murder of French Prisoners of War. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence:Death. Judgment annulled by decision of the 
Tribunal Militaire de Cassation, Paris, on 
April 5th, 1946. 

•N. 

jj 

37) Trial of Fritz Milke and Willy Tzschoppe. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Clermont- 
Fernand. Judgment Delivered March 13th, 1946. 
Charge: Milke accused of murder of a French civilian; 
Tzschoppe accused of attempted murder, of a 
French civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty 
Sentence:Death. 

38) Trial of Heinrich Hinge. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Nancy. 

Judgment Delivered March 23rd 1946. 

Charge: Pillage. Counitted against a French civilian. 
Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 
Sentence: Imprisonment for five years. 

39) Trial of Johann Wolf and Friedrich Httlker. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Nancy. 
W Judgment Delivered March 25th, 1946. 

Charge* Pillage and wilful acts of violence. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 
Sentence:Penal servitude for five years. 

40) Trial of Jacob Daumling. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Angers. 

Judgment Delivered March 26th, 19'|6. 

Charge: Murder of a Frenoh civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 
Sentence: Penal Servitude ior nine years, 

41) Trial of Werner Kretzschmar. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Angers. 

Judgment Delivered March 27th, 1946. 

Charge: Killing without trial of two captured members 
of the French Resistance Forces, 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence:Denth. 
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4-^) Trial ox rieituieh GctstjC ana wuee u thci'S • 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Bordeaux. 
Judgment Delivered on April 15th, 1946, 

Charge: As to Basse and two others, wilful and 

premeditated striking and wounding of French 
civilians; as to the other, complicity in the 
wilful striking of such civilians, 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Rentenoe• Imprisonment for five, three, and two years 

with fines of a thousand to six thousand francs, 

43) Trial of Hans Bierwerth. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Toulouse. 
Judgment Delivered April l6th, 1946. 

Chargei Complicity in arson during the German retreat 
from France. 

Verdict:Not Guilty. 

44) Trial of Johann Genz. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Toulouse. 
Judgment Delivered on April l6th, 1946. 

Charge: Deliberate violence to, and wounding of, 
members of the Maquis who had been made 
prisoners, 

VcrdictiGuilty. 

Sentence:Imprisonment for two years, 

45) Trial of Heifer, Hans Kuehl and four others. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Toulouse. 
Judgment Delivered on April l6th, 1946. 

Charge: As to Heifer, complicity in arson, pillage 
and murder; as to Kuehl, arson and murder; 
as to the remaining four, arson. All acts 
committed during the liberation. 

Verdict: All guilty except one. 

Sentence: Heifer, in his absence, sentenced to death; 

Kuehl sentenced to penal servitude for twenty 

. years; two others sentenced to penal servitude 

• for . ten jroarn; one sentenced to imprison¬ 

ment for two years, but reprieved; and one 
acquitted. 

46) Trial of Stephan, Vogel and Three others. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal, at Clermont- 
Ferrand. Judgment Delivered: April 25th, 1946. 

Charge: Theft, with aggravating circumstances - committed 

against French civilians. 

Verdict: Cui7ty. 

Sentence: As to Vogel and one other, in their absence, 

confinement for five and eight years respectively; 
as to the others, penal servitude for twenty 
years. 

47) Trial of Robert Wagner and six others. 

Date and Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Strasbourg. 
Judgment Delivered on May }rd, 1946. 

Charge: Provocation of Frenchment to bear arms against 
France; recruiting for the benefit of Germany 
then at war with France; infringement of personal 
liberty; murder, and complicity in murder. 

Verdict: Wagner and five others found guilty, one in his 
absence; one acquitted. 

Sentence:Denth. 











Britjsh Trials (continued 


93) Trial against Heinrich Klein and 14- Others 

Date and Place of Trial: British Military Court, Wuppertal, 
22nd - 25th May 1946. 

Charge: Commi'i’ting a war crime in that they in Prance 

near St. Die in or about September 1944, 
in violation of the laws and usages of war, 
were concerned in the killing of a number of 
British paratroops. 

Verdict: Guilty: 10 

Not Guilty: 5 

Sentence: Death by shooting: 3 

Imprisonment for 13 yr 3 : 1 

" " 10 yrs: 2 

■ " 7 yrs: 1 

" " 6 yrs: 1 

" " 5 yrs: 1 

" "3 yrs: 1 


94) Trial against Wolfgang Zeuss and 9 Others 

Date and Place of Trial: British Military Court, Wuppertal, 
29 th May - 1st June 1946. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that they, at 

Stuthof/Natzv/eiler, Prance, in July and August 
1944 , in violation of the laws and usages of 
v/ar, were concerned in the killing of four 
British women when prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Not Guilty: 4 

Guilty: 6 

Sentence: Death by hanging: 1 

Imprisonment for life: 1 
" " 13 yrs: 1 

" " 10 yrs: 1 

" " 5 yrs: 1 

" "4 yrs: 1 













UNITED NATIONS 


C.209. 

H+:h .Tilly, 1946 . 
WAR CRESS CQUIISSION 


Copy of letter received by Lord Wright 
from Dr* Szeror Polish Representative on 
the Unitwd Nations "Tot Crinv»s Commission. 


47 Portland Place, 
London, W. 1. 

July 8th 1946. 


Dear Lord Wright, 

On my return from Poland I am anxious to inform 
you about certain facts which have caused great anxioty to the 
Minister of Justice and the Commission for the Investigation of 
War Crimes.* 

Newshas reached us that a mass release of SS-men is 
going on and in particular about 16.000 of them up 
to the rank of Unterscharfuhror have been released 
from detention in Dachau during June. There is also 
the intention to release SS-men from the camps in 
Ludwigsburg and Zuffenhausen. 

In view of the fact that as long as the Nuremberg 
Tribunal has not passed its judgment on the criminal character 
of this organisation, I do not think that any steps ought to be 
taken with regard to their release. I consider the matter of 
extreme importance. 

I therefore approach the Commission with the re¬ 
quest to raise the matter with the appropriate military author¬ 
ities for clarification. 

I am, dear Lord Wright, 

Sincerely yours, 


Sgd.... KIECZYSLAW SZERER. 











C. 210 


?7th June 1946 

UNITED NATI ONS VAR CRJIE S COHUISSION 


Tracing and Securing the Surrender of Alleged 
War Criminals . 

Correspondence in connection with a 
proposal for the Commission to undertclce the administrative 
function of tracing war criminals listed by the Commission 
is issuod to nembors for their consideration. 


I. "Dear Sir Robert, 11- May 1946 

I an not very certain how much follov-up 
action is being taken in respect of persons who 
are listed by the Commissinn, and should like to 
have the point clarified. 

I note that the Detention Circulars are 
coming in regularly, but still, I feel that there 
is sene disproportion between the number of listed 
accused and the number of persons actually detected. 

There are, in our lists, many accused, 
suspects and witnesses whose name, identity and 
address is precisely known and mentioned in the 
lists, but who are not in custody. 

Could some information be obtained as to 
whether these individuals have been found, and, 
if not, the reason, in each case, why he has not 
been found? The UNVCC has a moral duty to follow 
up what is being done to trace and discover such 
persons; moreover, its members are constantly 
asked by their government s what is being done in 
this respect, and should be in a position to give 
some precise answer. 

As I see it, it has always been 
understood that the authorities of occupation are 
charged with locating the listed persons, but this 
has never been clearly stated and also there seems 
to be same discrepancy between the ways in which 
this is carried out in the various zones of 
occupation. 

On the other hand, if it i3 for each 
liaison team to trace these people, then it is 
essential that the government know it; the 
occupying authorities will, no doubt, afford these 
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officers every facility. 


The present uncertainty of procedure is 
highly prejudicial to the purpose of this Commission. 

In respect of such accused, suspects and 
•,Tit no s see who arc residing in the Russian zone, have 
any attempts been made to obtain the surrender of 
these people, and in the affirmative, would it be 
possible to obtain any information about what has 
been done? 


All this, naturally, necessitates close 
liaison with the military authorities and, where 
the British are concerned, with the JAG's office; 
as we have a representative of that office in the 
person of Colonel Halse, it has occurred to me that 
we might profitably extend to him an invitation to 
attend the meetings of the Commission. This of course 
is a mare suggestion, put forward for your consideration. 


Yours sincerely, 
M. de Baor." 


"Dear Sir Robert, 


29th Mav 19 U6 . 


i* * 


Further to ny letter dated 

14th May, I have now received from Belgium the 
details of two cases where the accused are known to 
be prisoners in Allied hands, but where my Govern¬ 
ment is unable to obtain any information as to 
their present whereabouts. 


They are:- 

1. Major CORNEILLE, who was put on "A" 
in charge 1249 and appeared as No. 11 
on List No. 14. 

2. Major SCHAUFFELER, who was on charge 
899 and was listed on "A" as No, 44 of 
List No. 10, 

These are just tvo of the many examples 
of the difficulty which my Government, among others, 
is experiencing in locating wanted persons who have 
been listed by tho Commission. 

Yours sincerely, 

M. de Baer". 
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III. "Dear Sir Robert, 4th June, 1946 

You are doubtless aware of tho many 
difficulties which face some member Governments, 
in tracing • n>' ')curing the surrender of th« 

alluded war criminalu; those very often result 
in a considerable delay which nay, as it seems to 
ne, prejudice the course of Justine. It nay 
be that these difficulties are not apparent to 
certain nenber Governments - those Governments, 
that is, whose forces are in occupation of the 
enemy countries - whereas to other member Govern¬ 
ments they arc a matter of serious concern. I 
understand that General de Baer has repeatedly 
drawn your attention to the subject. 

I feel that most of the difficulties 
would disappear if the system adopted were more 
fully co-ordinated - a result that could be 
produced only by n centralised effort. 

As tho system stands to-day, the listing 
of tho war criminals having been effected with 
the War Crimes Commission, the task of tracing them 
and obtaining their surrender is left to the 
individual Government concerned. 

Thus, in each case action is taken separate 
ly and independently, rather than according to a 
single plan, and no Government can avail itself of 
the experience gained by other Governments. Having 
been faced lately with this problem, I have reached 
the conclusion that this is wrong: that a central 
Agency should be provided to deal with the man;' 
aspects of the whole 'uostion; and that the only 
existing body which could easily and successfully 
assume such a task is our own Commission. 

I wonder, therefore, whether you would 
consider it advisable that at one of our next 
mootings I should put fox-ward the following proposal 

THAT: 


"The U.N.W. C.C. recommends to the nember-Govem- 
ments that it3 competence bo extended in order to 
include the administrative function cf tracing 
persons figuring on its List and securing their 
surrender to a member Government, if e~ requested 
by the latter. 

The member Governments .vre requested to inform 
the Commission whether they agree or not to the 
above recommendation." 
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In the evont of acceptance of this proposal the 
Conniesion would have to provide the necessary 
machinery in tho form of a special department, which, 
upon the roquesl uf u uemhei-Govemncnt, would under¬ 
take the action required at every stage up to tho 
eventual ’utuiding over of the listod criminals to thn 
judicial authorities of the respective Government, 
on the latter's behalf. 

Thus,the work of the department would be (a) to 
trace the listed persons through Croweass or other 
competent channels, and (b) to prepare and follow 
up the request for delivery which, would of course, 
be signed by tho requesting.Government's representative 
on the U.N.W.C.C. I believe, that if such a 
procedure were to be followed the prosecution of the 
war criminals would be greatly speeded up and the 
Commission would be performing a most useful task. 

Believe me, dear blr Robert, with deep 
respect, Yours sincerely, 

C. STAVROPOULOS." 


"Dear Bradshaw, June 11 19k& 

I enclose copies of two letters (reproduced 
above) received by Sir Robert Craigie from the 
representatives >-«1 this Commission of Belgium 
and Greece, 

Sir Robert has discussed wi+h me very fully 
the points raised in these letters and while v*e 
appreciate the difficulties which, of necessity, face 
many Governments in tracing and securing the s'irren- 
der of listed war criminals, we do not think that 
the setting up of a central administration to trace 
these wanted criminals at this rather late 3tage 
in the day, would produce quick practical results. 

I believe I am right in thinking that no in¬ 
surmountable difficulties are being experienced 
in the British or American zones and I would there¬ 
fore be very grateful to learn from you what you 
have experienced in dealing with this matter. 

Yours sincerely, 

G.A.Ledingham." 


"Dear Ladinghnm, 20th June 19A6 

I am answering your letter of the 11th June 
on the subject of a central administration for the tracing 
of war criminals. I am doing so at some length, for 
which I apologise, but I feel that it is very important 


to x'oiiliso the disadvantages cf a •proposal which at first 
sight may seem attractive. 

I have confined ry comments to the British Zone 
in (lemony, but the principles would ha uimilar for C.M.F. 
which, as you know, deals with Austria. 1 <iu not thank 
you have the Far East in mind in this matter ? 

I enclose a note on the apprehension of a German 
war criminal which I obtained sane tinc ago in order to 
give you a typical example of the difficulties involved 
in our investigations. This is not a case of exceptional 
difficulty. The accused incidentally committed suicide 
at a second attempt. 

Apart from tho fact that we cannot follow up 
into the Russian Zone - the zone system probably makes 
Germany ono of the best hiding places in Europe - there 
are no insurmountable difficulties in our \rork in Rhine 
Army. The military run-down which takes away experien¬ 
ced officers and other ranks is tho worst trouble. I 
fancy you 'would get a similar answer from the Amerioan 
authorities. 

In ry viow tho tracing of war criminals will bo_ • 
most efficiently carried out if each Government con¬ 
centrates on its own cases. A War Crimes Group or 
Mission to tho H.Q. of the occupying Power can have 
the benefit of the experience already gained by the 
occupying Power. So far as Go many is concerned, eaoh 
country which has been sufficiently interested to do so 
has supplied a Group or Mission which undertakes the 
investigation of its cases and search for the criminals. 

I have enquired from HQ BAOR, who tell me that there 
aro, at present French, Belgian, Dutch, Polish, Czech, 
Luxemburg, Jugo-slav and American Liaison Groups. All 
these groups have investigating personnel who search for 
war criminals, H.Q. B. A.0,R. would be quite prepared 
to have a Greek group. 

There is, when you come to consider it, already 
in effect an international agency in each zone, namely 
the H.Q, of the occupying forces with its attached 
liaison groups. The creation of a new body with 
ramifications throughout Europe would lead to a crop 
of thorny problems of every conceivable kind. It could 
not operate except through military communications, in 
military aonanmoriatjon, by military transport, with 
military rations and under military protection. As you 
can imagine, accommodation and transport would not be 
available from Britieh sources, We would have compli¬ 
cations over status, discipline, arrests, etc. 










- 6 - 


Apart from all this, the recruiting of the 
necessary staff and the establishment of the organisation 
would take months, and by the timo it was ready to 
operate we should have finis lied our trials. I do not 
think the idea was ever practicable, even in 1943 . It 
is certainly too late in the day to entertain it now. 

In short, X think that tftt Otntnl 1 i. 

would help the Governments which have hitherto been 
disinterested at the expense of the more active, all 
at the cost, too, of a general slowing down oi the machine. 

I had thought to give the numbers already employed in our 
organisation, but I think we are really concerned with 
principles end not details. 

As regards General de Baor's points on tho reasons 
for failure to trace war criminals, it is clear that 
Liaison Group3 at H. Q. B.A. O.R. con obtain the full 
reasons on behalf of their Govornnonts. 

B.A.0, R. Administrative Instruction No. 104, Part I, 
para. 4 states that tho C.-in-C. is responsible for the 
apprehension of all criminals within Ms 7 on*, B.A.O.R. 
card all the names on the U. N.Vv’. C. C. lists but do NOT make 
a special search for individuals for whom no specific request 
has been received. In mai\y cases we find that the country 
concerned gives insufficient data on which to base a search 
with any prospect of success. All persons listed by the 
U.N.W. C.C. appear in due course on the CRDWCASS lists, which 
receive a wide circulation. Here again, however, no special 
individual search is carried out unless someone instigates 
it. 


The liaison teams do in fact undertake the tracing 
of war criminals with, of course, the assistance of H.Q. 
B.A,O.R. .and Military Government, The teams all know 
this and so must their Governments. 1 thin* it is fur the 
Government concerned to supply its 1 Laison group rath 
full particulars of their wonted individuals said tell them 
to try to trace then. The occupying power rail give all 
possible assistance. This has never been questioned. 

H.Q. B. A. 0. R. have certainly tried to got persons 
wanted by the British from the Russians, and on one cr two 
occasions also persons r/anted by other countries. They 
have had two Russian nationals handed over. Cases have 
occurred rrhero a Liaison Mission have hunted a •criminal 
from tho British into the Russian Zono and then naturally 
enough turned to H.B.A.O.R. for help in extradition. 

I feel sure you rail agree that this is the wrong procedure 
and I think it should be clearly understood that the 
proper channel for a Belgian application to the Russians 
is Belgian Government - Russian Government. 

I shall be glad to discuss further with you if 
you care to do so boforo I leave my present appointment 
at the end of this month, otherwise Savill knows the form. 

Yours over, George Bradshaw." 
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Enel : to letter of 20th June. 

"REPORT ON GAULEITER Cuotav SCION 
by Captain H.H. AIECMDER, attached 
No. 1 VAR CREIES INVESTIGATION TEiil. 


1. I reccivod inctracti^nn fren Lieut-Colonel 
T.H, Tilling, Commanding No. 1 Tier Crimes Investigation 
Team to ondnavnur to trace and arrogt Cuotav SU.ION, 

2. On 23 rd November 1945 I left Belsen and 
proceeded to Y&osbaden where I visited the office of the 
Ministry of Justice, National Office for Y'ar Crimes, and 
there spoke to Judge CH. L. HA IKES, the Luxemburg 
Representative, who handed mo two photographs of Gustav 
SCION. I returned to Belsen the next morning. 

3. Owing to bad weather conditions I was unable to 
leave Bolsen until 30th November and on that date I left 
for Coblenz, going via Bonn, arriving at Coblenz on 

1st December, I made onquirios in Coblenz, at the local 
police, regarding SCION and was infomod that he usod to 
live in Reinauo, 15, when he wn.3 Gauleiter of Moselland. 

The police were under the impression that he had already 
boen arrested by the American authorities, in view of 
on article in the newspaper Frankfurter Zeitung, to that 
effect, which appeared in that paper after the occupation 
of Coblenz, In consequence of this information and on 
tho same day I proceeded to Frankfurt, visited the news¬ 
paper Frankfurter Rundshau (this newspaper being previously 
taown as Frankfurter Zeitung) cud made enquiries regarding 
the articlo in question. They were unable to give ro any 
information regarding any articles which had appeared in the 
Frankfurter Zeitung, as they had no record, IJSFET, Var 
Crimes Section, on whom I also called, had SIMON on their 
wanted list but could not give any information as to h’i 
arrest, 

k. On 2nd December I visited HEIDELBERG and obtained 

further information fron the u. S. CIC which was originally 
stationed in the Coblenz Area before being taken over by 
the French. They informed mo that SEiON was also on thoir 
wanted list but had not, to their knowledge, been arrested 
within thoir area, I returned to Coblenz the same day, 

5* On 3rd December I made further local enquiries 

in Coblenz and from tho district police station where SDION 
was registered I obtained the information that his wife's 
maiden name was Friedel HENNING and that he was divorced 
in 194-2. They also informed mo that the wife's parents 
lived in HEHIESKEIL and that a son Gustav Adolf Simon was 
born in 1931 and left Coblenz for Kochem (Mosel) before 
the occupation of Coblenz, Friedel SEION nee HENNING left 
Coblenz in 194^ for uunicn, Priolmeyerstr. 1C, and the 
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parents of Gustav SIMON, Adam SIMON and his wifo lived 
in PEEK a B'Mosol. In view of this information I visited 
HERMESKEIL and interrogated Mrs. HENNING, the mother-in¬ 
law of SIMON, and hor husband. They vraro only too v.llling 
to assist but unfortunately had not heard, from SIMON for 
the l^iiL fov. years arid could not givu mo the address uf 
SIMON, neither wro they able to give me any information 
/vigardiifi., the wneroabcuto of their daughter as they had 
not heard from her since the end of the bar. I was, 
however, informed that the address of SBION's mother is 
Friodewald near Botzdorf, Sieg. and that /dan SIMON, the 
father, had died before the family left Kochcm. I returned 
to Coblenz the same day. 

6. On 4th December 1945 I proceeded tc Friodewald and 
interrogated Mrs. SIMON, Gustav SIMON * s mother, who informed 
mo that she did not know whether her son was still alive 

m and had no information regarding the whereabouts of her 

grandson Gustav Adolf SIMON. The above stateraont was 
corroborated by a Mrs. Scheidelcr, the sister of the Gauleit- 
now living at the same address. I made further local 
enquiries in tho village nnd ascertained that a bny with a 
nick sack occasionally visitod Mrs. SBION during the hours 
of darkness. In tho nearby town of Daaden, at the Burgo¬ 
master's office, I interrogated a man called STEIN, who, 
the locals informed me would give me some information 
regarding SIMON. I was told by this man that Gustav 
SBION left Friodewald for an unknown destination on 
27th March 1945, the day before the Americans took Friode¬ 
wald. Also on the same day SBION's two niecos, Thea and 
Lore SCHEIDELER in company with Gustav Adolf SBION, the 
son, left for Marburg and were now liying in Marburg. 

On the same day I proceeded to Marburg and obtained the address 
of tho two girls who were living at Krunnobogon 32, Marburg, 
After interrogation I ms informed by Lore Schoideler that 
Gustav Adolf SBION alias HENNING, tho son, was in Dassel, 

j_ near Einbeck, south of Hanover. 

7. On 5th December 45 I visited Dassel and interviewed 
the Burgomaster who produced some papers and documents of 
Gustav SB'ON, the son, which had boon found in the woods 
noar Dassel seme time ago. The Burgomaster informed me 
that a ropert was mado to tho Landrat at Einbeck. He was 
aware that a boy by tho namo of HENNING was at sane time 

or other living with a family called Ludwig,near Dassel. He 
also gave me a photograph of the son which had been found 
on tho documents dug up previously. I visited the Ludwigs 
at Dassel, Nilhelnstrasse 89 . Mr and Mrs Ludwig were 
reluctant to iiakc any statement but both admitted thac tho 
boy Gustav IIENNING was previously living with thorn. They 
did not know anything about his family and apparently 
only took the boy because ho ms an evacuee. They informed 
mo that they had never seen the boy's father nor had they 
Wjrinformation regarding his family. I fxirther inter¬ 
viewed one of the daughters, Valtrauto Ludwig, living at 
Oberes Tor, 274, Dassol, who after questioning actaitood 
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that Gustav Adolf SIMON, son of the Gauleiter, lived 
with her parents for some tine in August. She also admit¬ 
ted that the boy had stayed with her parents because 
her sister Ruth Ludwig was housekeeper to Gustav SCION, 
when he was Gauleiter in Coblenz; the present vhero/'boute 
of Ruth Ludwig, ik i vaa inf trued, './as c/o Schorper ana 
Unite, Furniture Factory in Sprine, near Hameln, Htonelor- 
strasse 3 , i. I proceoded to Einbeck and left a report 
with the PSO, Mil Gov Det, there, giving the facts and 
leaving the natter in his hand3 as to whether or not 
any action should be taken regarding the Ludwigs, in 
view of the fact that thoy had made false statements 
and/or tried to hide a bar Criminal. 

8. On 6th December I proceeded to Marburg whore I 
arrested Lore and Thea Scheideler and put them in the 
local prisons on charges of making false statements. 

I interrogated both these girls in the prison and was 
informed by Loro Scheideler that she had given me the 
old address and that the son was actually living with 
another relation of hers named Alvis SCHEIDELER 
riattenberg, r/estphaiia, Jiscnenohlorstr. 11, 

9. In view of this information I visited Pletten- 
berg, where with the assistance of soma of the men of 
the 2nd Bn. of the Belgian 3rcL Inf Bde, I searched the 
house of Alvis Scheideler and found that the son was 
no longer living vlth them but vlth a Mrs. Ekes, 

Dingringhauserweg, 38 , A search was immediately carried 
out on this house and the son arrested for being in 
possession of an English Ordnance map of Hanover. I 
interrogated the son and was informed that his correct 
name was in fact Gustav Adolf SIMON, he had not seen 
his father since Easter Sunday in Da3sel and had never 
seen his father in Plettenberg, On the same day I 
also interrogated Alvis Scheideler and ascertained 

the following facts: Gustav SCION had been to Pletten- 
burg two or throe times, and that he stayed at either 
the Rudolph Harpe Hotel or the Hoppes Hotel in Pletten¬ 
berg. He further informed me that he was working as 
a nurseryman in the British Zone. Mrs. Scheideler 
thought that his name was 'Volter' and Mr.Scheideler 
thought tliat his name was something like 'Hflfler* and 
that he returned from Plettenburg to somewhere near 
Holz Minden, He also confirmed that SIMON has grey 
hair and had now grown a moustache, was also wearing 
glasses. In company with «.ivis Scheideler i visited 
the two hotels and found the folic wing entries in the 
registers 

Harpers Hotel 

14. 9. 45. Hans Woffler, Born 26.9. 00. Bom in s d 
domiciled in Frankfurt. 

Left Hotel 15. 9 , 45 . 

13.11.45. Hans Wofflor, Born 26.9. 00. Proper address 
Steinbeck Schur,torr.tr. 1, Identity Card A 13882, Left 
Hotel 16 Nov 45. 


To Page 10 , 
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HOPPES 

12,11,4-5. Heinrich Woffler, Born 26.9.00, Bora at 
Frankfurt, Domiciled in Einbeck, Identification Card 
A 15882, left Hotel 13.11.45. 

10. On 9th December I further interrogated tne 
son, Gustav Adolf SIMON, who informed me that his father 
wns working as a gardener in the British Zone and that 

he had visited the son in Plettenberg in Sept, and Nov. 

• I was also informed by the son that he was a member of 

the Hitler youth and had hidden his personal documents 
and bank books made out in the name of Gustav Adolf 
SIMON in the woods near Dassol. 

11. On 10th December I returned to Einbeck 
and ascertained at the local police station that thqy 
had no record of Hans Woffler or Heinrich Woffler 
having been in Einbeck. However, when I visited 
Schusterstr. No. 1, I noticed that the name of Hans 
Woffler appeared on the list of people living in that 
house. Iii»- householder, Blumonbcrg, identified the 
photograph of SIMON as that of the man Hans Woffler who 
was living with her for approximately one month but loft 
her house at the end of October. She stated that Woffler 
had not left any address and gave me three letters which 
were addressed to him and could not be re-addressed. 
Howevor, she knew that he was working as a gardener in a 
nursery near Salzkotton, near Paderbom, which employed 
about 20 men. I then proceeded to Fhderbom. During 

the night 10/11 December 1945 I obtained the address of 
Hans Woffler from the Burgomaster's office where he was 
registered as living at Upsprunge, near Salzkotton 
c/o Mrs. Berhorst. I called at this house and found 
SIMON, alias Woffler, arrested him and lodged him in the 
1 civilian prison in Paderbom. 

12. On 11 December 1945 I informed the PS0 
of Mil Gov, Paderbom of the fact that Gustav SIMON was 
in the civilian prison, and in order to safeguard against 
his release I arranged that the man was not to be released 
or handed over to aryone other than to me. 

13. I returned to Belsen on 11th Docombor 1945 
having completed soias 2,500 miles. 


(sgd) H. H. Alexander. 
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VI, "Dear Lt. Kintner: 20th May, 1946. 

At present, it is not very certain how 
iruch "follow-up" action is being taken in respeot 
of war criminals who are listed by the Commission. 
There would seem to be some disproportion between 
the numbers if lifted in - ! the renters 

aotu&lly arrested. 

In our lists, ..icuiy accused, suspeote and 
v/itnesses whose names, identity and address are 
known and mentioned are not in custody* 

I would be grateful if you could give me 
some information as to the methods adopted in the 
Amerioan Zone for locating the listed persona# 

Yours sincerely, 

G-. A. Ledingham." 

VII# "Dear Colonel Ledingham: July 10, 1946# 

On May 20th you wrote me requesting 
information as to how much "follow-up" action ia 
being taken in respect of war criminals who axe 
listed by the Commission. I immediately inquired 
of the Amerioan authorities in Germany on the point 
you outlined in your letter. Enclosed herewith 
is a copy of the reply to try request for 
information on this matter. 

Yours sincerely, 

Earl W. Kintner 
Lioutenant, USIIR, 

Acting United States 
Commissioner, 

United Nations War Crimea 
Commisaien. " 


End : to letter of 10th July. 
"Follow-Up Action on Individuals 
Covered by UNWCC Wanted Lists 
by Colonel U.E.Straight, JAGD 
Deputy Theater Judge Advocate" 


1# Your letter of 24 May 1946, concerning the 
steps taken by this Theater to locate individuals 
covered by United Nations War Crimes Commission 
Wanted Lists, has beer, received. 

2. As heretofore discussed at length with 

Colonel HODGSON, and to some extent with Lord 
WRIGHT, this branch v/as informed early last fall 
that virtually all those listed on the United 
Nations War Crimes Commission Wanted Lists we re 
entered on the Wanted Lists published by CR0//CASS, 
even though the Commission has never followed the 
practice of submitting the information to CRDWCASS 
on the Wanted Report form used bv that agency. 




* 
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3» CROWGASS Wanted List No. 7, v,’ ich superseded 

all suoh prior lists and all more recent liela 
supplemental thereto, has been delivered in bulk, 
"Trrvv'n-ytiOy ?OOC rnnicn, for distribution to all 
American attendee, whether in higher or lower 
oommams, or in tnxs tieadquaruei a. Iuao 
effeoted delivery of suoh lists to agencies in this 
Theater by use uf its own transport, Fur thomor j, 
it has olosely supervised further distribution by 
field agenoies in order to assure that all detention 
installations are furnished adequate oopies and 
instructed in the use thereof. In addition War 
Crimes Investigating Teams have assisted in, and 
supervised, the screening of those in detention with 
the view to identifying individuals in detention, 
and covered by the lists. 

A* Upon identification the individuals are moved 
to PWE No. 29, the War Crimes Central Suspect and 
Witness Enclosure at DACHAU, Germany. Upon arrival 
detailed Prisoner Identification Sheets are prepared, 
memeographed, and distributed to your Commission as 
evidenced by various submittals to you for reference 
to the Commission. Copies of these sheets are also 
sent to the Governments concerned, through their War 
Crimea Liaison Detachments on duty with this branoh, 
if any, asking that if they desire the surrender of 
the individuals that they initiate extradition 
procedure. 

5. For further general information, your 

attention is invited to letter this branch to your 
office, subjects "War Criminals in United States 
Custody - Transmission of Identification of Prisoner 
Sheets", dated 3 April 1946. 


Sgd. C. E. Strain* f 
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"Dear Sir Robert , 2t*.th Jun», 19^6# 

With reference to my letters of V.iy l.'.th 
anrt ?9 + h, I have now been able to find out from the 
■JAG'a Office that th' ♦ --vV of detect3no v-r criminals 

in Occupied Germany is within the province of the 
Military Government, in so far as the search is confined 
to P. 0. W. camps, but that it rests with the liaison 
officers and their investigating teams to find any 
accused persons who are among the civilian population# 

The problem is becoming urgent in view of the fact that 
in one of the zones no prisoners of war, other than the 
accused who have been found and identified and soma 
security suspects (i.e. about 10C,000 in all) will 
remain in custody# 

I have therefore pointed out to ny Government that, 
in view of the scale on which prisoners are at present 
being released and of the difficulties that will be 
encountered in searching for them among the civilian 
population, it is necessary for them to speed up the 
forwarding cases. 

It has occurred to some of the members of this 
Commission that such releases may raise other questions, 
which I presume have not passed unnoticcd:- 

(1) It is hoped that when prisoners of war in Germany 
are about to be disbanded, their names are checked with 
nur lists of war criminals, and that those v/ho figure on 
our lists are then sent to the country that i3 requesting 
them; wo would like to hear that this procedure is 
actually followed# 

> (2) There are rumours that members of groups of 

yrgm : .s..tionc which may do declared, •criminal organisation*'" 
in the sense of art. 9 of the Agreement of the 8th August 
194-5 are being released; can it be assumed that 3teps are 
being taken to ascertain their movements, so that they 
will be available for trial, in conformity with the 
Moscow Declaration, //lien and if the Nuremberg Court decl¬ 
ares such organisation to be a criminal one? 

( 3 ) Whereas there is little doubt that key-men are being 
kept in custody, it is believed that smaller fry, among 
the S. 8. for example, are being released. It may be 
pointed out that it is among these persons that are to 
be found the actual killers, that t,ney were the most 
ardent Nazis, that they may form the kernel of any 

lusittlaUCO .iUiijiuuil. olid that luoii itslcuoc i.iay I'uua 

imperil the security and the work of the authorities •' 










ox uuuupaliu/i# Their release would, tit the 
same time, pertiaps enable them to escape 
jvrtiahmon*. 


(U.) In this connection, press rumours that 
harmless prisoners of war, 7/ho were until now 
working in this country or in Prance, are being 
sent back to their homes, and shipments of 
ardent Nazis, S.S. and S*A., are being imported 
into the allied countries, to serve as labour in 
their place, is most welcome# 

(5) There are some Germans, accused of war 
crimes, who are known to have been taken 
prisoners; sometimes the date of capture and 
even the unit that captured them are knovm# 
Nevertheless, all efforts to obtain their surrender 
and even information as to their whereabouts, or 
as to the authority which has them at present in 
custody, have been fruitless# Would it be a 
practioal suggestion that each Government should 
be invited to communicate, to its representative 
on the Commission, the names of suoh persons? 

These could then be circulated, by that 
representative, to his British, American and 
French Colleagues, who would make the necessary 
enquiries# 


Yours sincerely, 

3gd# M# do Baer* 

P. S. You may find that the circulation or tnis 
letter to the members of the Commission 

nay stimulate 1 fruitful discussion# ’’ 


VIII. "Dear Savill: 27th June, 19 UB, 

I would be very grateful to have your 
observations on the various points raised by 
General de Baer in his letter to Sir Robert 
Craigie, (reproduced above)# 

I do apologise for putting you to all 
this trouble and your h*Op in this matter ia 
very much appreciated and will be of the utmost 

-tiioti tho ouVijoct hsfnre the Commission 

for discussion# 

Yours sincerely, 

G. A# Ledinghom." 


1* I am directed to refer to your letter 

of ?7th .Tune, 194-6, enclosing a copy of General 
de Baer'a letter to Sir Robert Craiglo No* 
of 24-th June 194-6, and to make the following comments 
on the points raised in General dc Baer's lettor. 

2k The procedure for tracing war criminals wanted 

by Allied countries in the British zone in Germany 
is as follows 5- 

(a) 560 copies of each CROWCASS Wanted List 
issued are distributed by HQ BAQR throughout 
oiie British Zone, including copies to all 
British P.W. and Internment Camps, (as you 
are aware, the names appearing on the UNWCC 
lists are incorporated in the CROWCASS Lists. 
There is, of course, a time lag between 
registration and publication of a name by UNWCC 
and publication by CROWCASS but this would be 
reduced if Nations concerned forwarded Wanted 
Reports to CROWCASS more rapidly)* 

(b) The War Office send copies of each CROWCASS 
Wanted List to all British Commands and 
Dominions where enemy P.W. are held. 

(c) Persons listed by CROWCASS and found by 
Camps are reported to CROWCASS and 

CEO /CASS notifies the originator of the 
CROWCASS Wanted Report. 

(d) HQ BAOR receive CRO'TCASS Detention Reports 
in respect of all detainees in PW & Civilian 
Internment Camps in the British Zone and 
tnese are made availaDae lor inspection by 
all Allied War Crimes Liaison Groups. 

(e) So far as Germans at large in the Britj sh 
Zone are concerned, it is the responsibility 
of War Crimes Liaison Officers and their 

teams to find the persons they want* But 
HQ BAOR assists by publication of its own 
special Wanted Lists and, where the approximate 
location of the wanted person is known, by 
instructing local Mil Gov Detachments to 
find 'and arrest* 

3* With regard, to tne speoanc points aaiaod 

by General de Baer:- 

Point (l) All names on UNWCC lists are transferred 
to the War Crimea Card Index at HQ DACR and before any 
internee is released from a PW or Civilian Internment 


Camp in tho British Zone his nr hr-r name i« 
eh.. :k'jvi gainst this our\l intjA. If uJi internee 
is found to bo wanted by an Allied country, the 
Liaison Group concerned is informed. 

P«>iril (?) Mnribe rn of "Cri' h a d Organisatiojis" of 
the ranks likely to be involved in a declaration 
by the International Military Tribunal at 
NUREMHJRG are NOT beine released in the Br?*'!” 1 ' 

4 one except on urgent medical grounds. 

Point (3) By this time it may be assumed that 
members of these organisations in the lowest 
ranks who have been implicated in war crimes have 
been listed as war criminals. They will NOT 
be released if so listed. 

Point ( 4) Noted. 

Point (5) It is NOT thought that the circulation 
of yet another series of lists would be productive. 
It is suggested that it would be at once simpler 
and more effective if Countries instructed their 
Liaison Groups to intensify their efforts to 
trace persons of this type. 

I am Sir 

Your obedient Servant, 

R. P. P. F. Al 1 en. Major, 
for Director of Personal 
Servioes. " 
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C. 211. 

16th July, 1946. 

UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION 


.bother sent irura .uuru ft rx grit to General 
Green, Judge Advocate General, Washington, 
D. C., U.3. A. 


July 8 1946. 


Dear General Green, 

I have got safely back to London and I have been 
thinking a good deal about the position of the proseaution of 
minor war criminals in the Par East. One of your officers - 
I think it was Colonel Marcus, though I am not sure how his 
name is spelt and I may have got it wrong - was to take over 
the general supervision of that work. On the afternoon whan 
I gave a short address to the Par Eastern Commission, he met 
me as I was leaving the building and asked me to tell him what 
I thought ought to be done. I was very pressed for time at 
that moment and it was impossible to give detailed instructions 
then on the spur of the instant, and all I said was that he 
ought to try, if possible, to have a schedule made of all the 
possible cases which they had in view, and then see what ought 
to be done about each case, in order, if possible, to get on 
with this work of prosecution as speedily and effectively as 
possible. That surely is the first subject and it would in¬ 
volve a certain amount of centralisation, I had hoped before 
I left Tokyo to have had supplied to me a complete schedule 
of all the cases which had been tried in the Par East, with 
some short details and a statement of the result of the sent¬ 
ences and if they were carried out, but I am afraid I did not 
have these figures given to me before I left in any complete 
form. Colonel Carpenter gave me some figures which were 
rather limited to the Yokohama district, but what I wanted was 
figures of the results from all the various centres in the Par 
East. I did get a very useful statement from Captain Robinson, 
of the Naval Department, referring to the naval prosecutions in 
the Islands, including Guam, and that merely shows that things 
are being done and that it is possible to record what is being 
done. I occasionally see things in the papers - for example, 
here is a short paragraph tom out of the "The Times", which I 
enolose, and which shows that there is considerable activity 
going on, and I know that seme oases have been and are being 
tried at Yokohama, I also know that the Australians have done 
a good many cases. Unless there is some oareful collation exf 
what has been done, it is almost Impossible to formulate satis- 
fttoLwiy schemes about what ought to be done, and I think it is 
important to get that in hand as early as possible, beoause I 
think everywhere there is a feeling that, important as it is to 
prosecute war criminals, it should be done as quickly as possible 











b er.anr.p the public vrould begin bo foul Uiub it .,ua lime tu wind, 
up that \tfiforturato aspect af 'nr. 

1 know that there is at the headquarters -In Tokyo a 
largo, able tnul efi icient staff, hard at work. I have seen them, 
and they have recently boon joined by a British contingent. It 
would, I think, be of first importance to have the whole organ¬ 
isation of the Par Eastern prosecution, i*e. apart from Tokyo, 
centralised and the whole thing should be brought under tne 
control of one head office which would deal with both the Ai uy 
and the Navy, if that were possible, and should include not only 
the American cases, but also the Butch, Chinese (if ary), 
Australian, French-and ary others. How far this is possible can 
only be decided on the spot, but it is only in that way that I 
think adequate results can be obtained. The mere haphazard 
prosecution of occasional cases will not result, I fear, either 
in satisfactory or speedy conclusion. I hope it vrt.ll be under¬ 
stood that I am not reflecting on the skill or capacity or energy 
of the very efficient and enthusiastic officers whom I have come 
across. I have seen a good deal, for instanoe, of Colonel 
Carpenter, but what I feel is that a central organisation is 
lacking. 

I had hoped to visit Shanghai and Hongkong myself but 
there were difficulties of transport and I had difficulty in 
getting away and it was out of the question also to visit places 
in Australia, or the Islands or in the Indonesian territories. 

The only trial I saw was one at Yokohama, to which Colonel 
Carpenter wuc id,.! enough to Unite mo, anu x nave ilttle to say 
of that trial. It was a complicated case, which I understood 
was likely to take - and did I believe take - at least a fort¬ 
night to try. The only conments that I can make are that I 
thought the defence counsel were much too slow and leisurely in 
their proceedings and were wasting a great deal of time, and 
that a court of six, which was the court in that oase, involved 
a rather excessive use of manpower. I should have thought my¬ 
self that a court of three would be sufficient, except in quite 
big cases, like a concentration oamp case or a death march case, 
but that is a minor matter. 

I am so ignorant of what is actually being done on your 
side that I do not. <=>v«r> know -if tho concert—r-H o- camp auzss and 
cases like the mines and the death camps have been dealt with yet. 
It is very important I think that these should be properly pros¬ 
ecuted and pursued to the end. But I cannot see how the thing is 
to be satisfactorily worked unless there is a complete scheme 
under a central authority. How far that is possible . may depend 
on circumstances of which 1 am not fully cognisant. For instance, 
the different countries concerned may not be willing to fall in 
with a goncrol scheme, but the British came into line, i under¬ 
stand, with your people and are sharing the offices at the GHQ 
at Tokyo, and I cannot believe that they would raise any objec¬ 
tions on narrow or personal grounds, and I think I can say the 
same for the Australians. 
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wwwUuuo uLu public i/uui.a uegj.n ou i «ei that it was time to wind 
up that unfortunate asneet nf the v*"'. 

I know that there is at the headquarters in Tokyo a 
large, able and efficient staff, hard at work. I have seen them, 
and they have recently been joined by a British contingent. It 
would, I think, be of first importance to have the whole organ¬ 
isation of the Far Eastern prosecution, i.e. apart from Tokyo, 
centralised arid the whole tiring should be brought under the 
control of one head office which would deal with both the Army 
and the Navy, if that were possible, and should include not only 
the American cases, but also the Dutch, Chinese (if any), 
Australian, French-and any others. How far this is possible can 
only be decided on the spot, but it is only in that way that I 
think adequate results can be obtained. The mere haphazard 
prosecution of occasional cases will not result, I fear, either 
in satisfactory or speedy conclusion. I hope it will be under¬ 
stood. that I am not reflecting on the skill or oapacity or onorgy 
of the very efficient and enthusiastic officers whom I have come 
across. I have seen a good deal, for instance, of Colonel 
Carpenter, but what I feel is that a central organisation is 
lacking. 

I had hoped to visit Shanghai and Hongkong myself but 
there were difficulties of transport and I had difficulty in 
getting away and it was out of the question also to visit places 
in Australia, or the Islands or in the Indonesian territories. 

The only trial I saw was one at Yokohama, to which Colonel 
carpenter was kind enough to take me, and I have little to say 
of that trial. It was a complicated case, which I understood 
was likely to take - and did I believe take - at least a fort¬ 
night to try. The only comments that I can make are that I 
thought the defence counsel were much too slow and leisurely in 
their proceedings and were wasting a great deal of time, and 
that a court of six, which was the court in that case, involved 
a rather excessive use of manpower. I should have thought my¬ 
self that a court of three would be sufficient, except in quite 
big cases, like a concentration comp case or a death march case, 
but that is a minor matter. 

I am so ignorant of what is actually being done on your 
aid: tliJ. I do o.uh iuiu>. xi une ounuenuration camp cases and 
cases like the mines and the death camps have been dealt with yet. 
It is very important I think that these should be properly pros¬ 
ecuted and pursued to the end. But I cannot see how the thing is 
to be satisfactorily worked unless there is a complete scheme 
under a central authority. How far that is possible . may depend 
on circumstances of which I am not fully cognisant. For instance, 
the different countries concerned nay not bo vri-lling to fall in 
with a general scheme, but the British come into line, I under¬ 
stand, with your people and are sharing the offices at the GHQ 
at Tokyo, and I cannot believe that they would raise any objec¬ 
ts cno nn narrow or personal grounds, and I think I can say the 
sajne for the Australians. 
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I cannot do more than indicate thus in a very general 
way what should be done, hut thn.nn vtic have boon working at Uuu 
business know it is always possible, as I have found from my ex¬ 
perience here, to out ■«,r.pc v rt-r J : -!*'• :i will eh 1 ho aOOUQod 

are "in the bag", and in which the evidence is more or less com¬ 
plete. I do not know -.;hat considerations would take priority. 
Sometimes it may be useful to go through the list of all cases 
tried, or ready, or almost ready, and pick out those which are 
ripest for immediate procedure. Sometimes it may be possible to 
examine the cases and see which arc almost r^ady and find out vrfiat 
is lacking and supply the defects, and so on. These are all 
practical matters which can be dealt with at headquarters or on 
the spot. I cun sorry that I cannot give aiything more definite, 
but I am very much impressed by the need of a strong central 
organisation and careful survey of the results so far achieved 
and of the prospects of increasing this achievement at as early 
a date as possible. 

There is a further consideration which I want to add, 
and that is that this Commission was appointed by all the United 
Nations for the purpose, among other things, of recording of v/ar 
crimes, and one of the methods adopted was to receive and con¬ 
sider cases submitted by the member nations. We had a discussion 
when the question of the Par East first emerged about what it 
was best to do; whether the Par Eastern cases should all be sub¬ 
mitted to the Commission before further steps were taken. We 
ccune to the conclusion that it was better not to have any delay 
for that reason if it were otherwise possible to proceed immedi¬ 
ately and expeditiously on the spot, but we never anticipated 
that there would not in due course, possibly after the trial, be 
a lull transmission to this Commission of all the relevant 
particulars so that the account of war crimes, both European and 
Par Eastern, should be as complete as possible. I have been very 
disappointed that no reports have reached us, except in a rather 
casual and scrappy way, and often the only news we had here of 
what was going on has come from the popular press, like the cutting 
which I enclose. Over here we have found it helpful to make a 
record from month to month of the various cases handled by the 
different prosecuting authorities, with their results, and these 
3how on the European side results which on the whole are quite 
gratifying, and they encourage further efforts to improve the 
position. I do not say we have not got some reports from the 
Par East. Wo contemplating the early preparation of u series 
of report; on ..ur orii.^o trials and in vmt we nave got one or 
two at least from the Par East. I do not think we have got any 
proper report of the Yamashita and Homma trials. These ore 
important cases whloh certainly ought to find a place and I think 
that would be General McArthur's view. I was very much struck at 
the time by the energy whioh was shown in the prosecution of these 
generals and I am bound to say I have been a little discour¬ 
aged by tho subsequent ouurau of events, thougn at the some time 
I do not fail to recognise the immenso difficulties. 

I must end these desultory observations. I know that 
a great deal is being done in all tho diffoiont ureua, for xn- 
stanoe in the Philippines, Singapore, Hongkong, Shanghai, the 











Islands and Northern Australia, and so far as your staffs permit 
I am quite sure that you are losing no oppn tunity of* making ev<u> 
possible 1 . tinal investigation in all ouosu tlxl'i orenL areas and of 
bringing in the results of the prosecuting authorities at the 
appropriate central points, I am meroly suggesting that a complete 
survey and a careful stocktaking would help. 

i ought to add nyy thanks to you for your very kind 
hospitality when I visited Washington, T o«n only hope that I 
may come there again in the near future, though at the moment it 
doea not seem very likely. 

Kindly give my regards to all n\y kind friends in 
Washington, and accept them for yourself. 


Yours sincerely. 


Sgd. 


WRIGHT, 
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UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION 


JURISDICTION OP THE COHMSSION OVER WAR CRIMES 
COMMITTED PRIOR TO 1939 

Extract from Hansard, Volume 425, No: 173, 
July 10th, 1946. 


" ORAL ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS 
ETHIOPIA (ITALIAN WAR CRIMINALS) 


1. Mr, Emrys Hughes asked the Secretary of State for 
foreign Affairs which Italian generals are to be tried as war 
criminals for atrocities committed under their orders in 
Abyssinia, 

The Minister of State (Mr, Philip Noel-Baker): I 
understand that three months ago a representative of the 
Ethiopian Government saw the Secretary-General of the United 
Nations War Crimes Commission and that he was given the appropri¬ 
ate forms for submitting evidence. So far I understand, no 
cases have yet been submitted either to the War Crimes Ccnmission 
or to anyone else. 

Mr, Hughes: Is the Minister aware that the Moscow 
declaration of 6th November, 1943, stated that persons accused 
of war crimes would be tried on the spot where the alleged 
orimes had been committed and will he say whether this does not 
apply to Africa as well as to Europe? 

Mr. Noel-Baker: That is rather a different question, and one of 
which I should require notice. I have given the hon. Gentleman 
the information I have in reply to the question he put down. 

Mr. hector Hughes: Would not my right hon. Friend agree that it 
is in the public interest that these people should be brought to 
trial at the eai'liest possible moment and inmediate steps taken 
to that effect? 

Mr. Noel-Baker: I do not want now to debate the point 
put by ny hon, and learned Friend. I understand that there is 
Tome doubt whether the United Nations War Crimes Commission would 
feel that tney had jurisdiction over acts committed before 1939» 1 ’ 
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UNi. 1 li-' IliUL «> ^j.ii wl. 

Letter from T.nrd Wright to New York Timer:, 

June 20th ->i |0 


To the Editor of the New York Times.: 

I returned from Tokyo n few deve epo *nd my at tent io” 
was called to Pitman b. Potter's letter in your columns of June 
2. Professor Potter has temperately expressed doubts and dif¬ 
ficulties which troubled me when I first asked myself what was 
the legal basis of the Nuremberg and later the Tokyo trials. 

I felt that the law of nations was a poor thing if 
it had no theory of how tiie practical problem should be solved 
of imposing penal sanctions according to lav/ on the individuals, 
who led their nations into v/ar and waged the war according to 
the vile methods adopted, Human beings' moral sense is deeply 
convinced that it is a crime for men to use political and ex¬ 
ecutive power for wrongful self-interest and aggrandizement. 

The doubt often felt bv conventional people is how to bridge the 
gap which sometimes exists between moral and legal ideas. But 
I believe, and so do others, that the gap has in this case been 
bridged. 

INTERNATIONAL LAW 

I think Thiat there exists an international criminal 
law as clear and positive in its terms, and as direct in its 
application to individuals who offend against it, as that which 
includes the lav/s of war, which refer to what are sometimes 
called war crimes in stricto sensu such as the murder of host¬ 
ages or prisoners of war, outrages on the populations of 
oocupied countries and the like. 

No one, I imagine, at this time of day would dispute 
that such crimes are cognizable under international lav/ by the 
npprcri’ia'.-j ' ribui—lw Lho .ailituiy „uiuw^ nliii-L xm,oi.m*uiuiu*i 

lav/ has for centuries recognized to have jurisdiction to try 
such offenses. These are established by the Commander in Chief, 
who appoints the judges and has the executive power and executes 
the sentences. A3 instances I may refer to the trial of cases 
like those concerning concentration camps. I doubt if many 
international lawyers question the correctness of such procedure. 

Military courts are courts different from national 
courts in the mode of creation and in their Jurisdiction and in 
the law which they administer. The analogy to Prize Courts has 
always struck me. 

VALIDITY OF CHARGES 


The international military courts set up at Nuremberg 
and Tokyo are the same military courts adapted to the particular 
need of dealing with offenses which are the subject of their ad¬ 
judication. The accused are political or military figures vho 
are said to have created, determined and executed the aggressive 
purposes of the war and led their respective nations into it. 
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To the exr.nrir that hoy f.-v r ":rib"c! ‘o their .liiiu 

: " ‘ i'i•-•-’iu.it ;.tta otfi.io iti•.</!«mou vt cao laws -.mxch aro 

now authoritatively specified in the Hamie and other Conventions 
they be ucuusea as guilty themselves as individuals for 
what the tools who obeyed their directives did and for the atroc¬ 
ities which their instruments have perpetrated. I cannot «seo 
apy want cf leg^l validity of such chai'ges as estuuiishea in 
i act« 

Apart from and beiore tne xact ox ran a ui 1^2 / there 
might well be seme doubt whether leading statesmen could be 
individually or collectively held oriminally for initiating or 
waging an aggressive war, but the Pact of Paris was a solemn 
treaty to which practically all the nations of the world adher¬ 
ed. They agreed in precise terms that they renounced war as an 
instrument of policy. Treaties generally bind states, not 
individuals, but some treaties, such as the Pact of Paris and; 
the various Conventions like The Hague and Geneva Conventions, 
have a further meaning because they evidence what international 
law is. 

WARS OF AGGRESSION 

The Pact of Paris was not a scrap of paper. It was 
clearly agreed to between nations in order to settle the con¬ 
tentions raised by some lawyers that national sovereignty 
included an arbitrary power to initiate war, however unjust and 
evil. This theory appears to me to bo not only diabolic but 
unsound in law. National sovereignty does not include a liberum 
arbitrlum to perpetrate crimes outside the national body, The 
Pact, like The Hague and Geneva Conventions, did not generally 
use the word "crime," but if such a thing as waging unjust war 
is repudiated as being unlawful, no verbal definition of it in 
terms as being a crime is needed. By long practice of Military 
Courts such an unlawful act imports responsibility of the guilty 
individuals. 

There is no need ex a precise uex inltion of a war of 
aggression as contrasted with a war of self-defense. It is a 
matter for the court to determine on the facts of each case 
whether the war is of the one sort or the other. I feel like 
the man who v. z <.sked to def ine an elephant. He replied he 
could not, nor was it worth his while to do so. He knew an 
elepiiant when he saw it. These grave questions are not concerned 
with bordex'line cases. 

It may also be noted tliat statesmen and others who 
initiate and wage an unjust war, especially if treacherous and 
in breach of treaties are perpetrating through the soldiers and 
other? who are their ir.3ti uiuoula an indefinite numoer of murders 
which they cannot justify as excusable under the laws of war. It 
is for them to justify these murders and if they cannot they 
stand open Lu indictment as murderers. The idea cannot bo o/’crpt- 
ed that such persons are irresponsible and immune from any penal 
law. They are subject to punishment under international law. 

Humanitarian treaties and Conventions like the Fact of 
Paris and the Hague and Geneva Conventions form part of the sub¬ 
stance of international law which, like Prise Law, has its own 
source, its courts and its executive authorities. It is not the 
some in character and substance as the law of any p,articular 
nation. There is no national law-giving authority. The law 
which has grown up exists in the form appropriate to it. It is 
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not political ; it. is low in th* strictest sense nf the word, 

-o.tn its :wi coortc, \:.b .1 . • - ecduj.t# and lie cti; mohir.r.-y, 

JURISDICTION OF COURTS 

There is no question here of retrospective legislation. 
The charter of the two courts in stating their Jurisdiction 
expressly does so on the footing that they are in accordance with 
international law. Tt. is true that, the Judges be]one to the 
«.!■>' I ui. mill*- ~ 

Prize Law, and the real question is whether the Judges are men 
of Judicial character and high attainments and do prooesd im¬ 
partially. The world will Judge if the trials are fair, if the 
facts ore duly elicited and proved and the law correctly applied. 

T directly differ from your correspondent's pronounce¬ 
ment that the proceedings at Nuremberg and Tokyo do not represent 
international law. I think they do and that they are a demon¬ 
stration of courts at their best rising to the height of the great 
responsibility laid on them. 

WRIGHT. 


New York, June 20, 1936. 
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20th July,1946. 

UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION 


Letter received by Lord Wright from Dr. 
Schrnm-Niclsen. 


29 Pont Street, 
S.W.1. 

10th July, 1946. 


Dear Lord Wright, 

The Danish General Medical association has approached the 
Ministry for Foreign Affairs, Copenhagen, with a view to obtain¬ 
ing a survey of the breaches of the medical "Code of ethics" 
committed by the German medical profession under tho Nazi regime, 
and has in a letter to the said Ministry drawn the attention to 
the fact that the examples of offences in the alleged mass killing 
of lunatics and tho mentally deficients, compulsory sterilisation 
and experimental inoculation of healthy persons with diseases of 
various kinds, provided by the press, the radio and several books 
have not all boon quitu reliable. 

The association has furthermore stated that on historical 
and other grounds it may be of great importance for scientists 
throughout the world if an authoritative account of the said crimes 
oould be compiled - an account demonstrating the destructive influ¬ 
ence of the power of the authoritarian state on something so essen¬ 
tial for the whole of mankind as the medical "Code of ethics". 

The Ministry for Foreign Affairs have supported tho sugges¬ 
tion made by the General Medical Association, and have asked me 
whether the United Nations War Crimes Commission may be willing 
to take over the compiling of such a survey. 

I, therefore, venture to suggest that this matter bo in¬ 
cluded in the agenda of a Commission-Meeting in tho near future, 
rn* to **y-proa” +hr. hc r 'o that +h<= Danish ’■vronnaal mav have your 

por*. 


I an, dear Lord Wright, 
Yours sincerely. 


Sgd... ,E. SCHRAM NIELSEN 



t 

~r f • t.i k. ;/u»s 
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UNITED NATIONS WAR GRIMES COMMISSION 25 th July, 1946. 
LISriMSZL ZIZ ITT”' Z >T TWTwn tmTOs ZONIT. 


Memorandum and report arc circulated for the 
Info mail on of Members at the request of Lieutenant Xintn°r 
U. S.N, R. Acting United States Commissioner. 


LONDON 1C June 1946. 


IIS.IORANDU.I 


TO: Lieutenant Earl V. Kintner, Acting United States 

Commissioner. 


In the course of my recent visit in the Unites States 
Zone in Germany I came across a serious crime of stealing 
children from the occupied countries by German Authorities, 

This crime was discovered by officials o*" the United Nations 
Relief and Rehabilitation Administration in the United States 
Zone. I had conferences in this matter with J.H. Whiting, 
United States Zone Director of UNRRA, Miss Hoise, Chief cf the 
Child Welfare Branch of UNRRA, Miss Matthews of the same 
Branch and Mr. John Troniak, Director of the Research and 
Registration Toom 566, and I had also occasion to read all 
correspondence and investigation files connected with the caso. 
I am sure that if this case would be further developed by 
professional investigation methods noticablo results may be 
obtained. 

The stealing of children from occupied countries is a 
port of a great plan of destroying or crippling the demographic 
structure of the neighbors of Germany (Genocide) while the 
demographic structure of Germany itself would bo strengthened 
either by importing children nr bv compelling or inducing 
women of some occupied countries to boar children with membors 
of German Armed Forces. (See decree signed by Hitlor, Koitol 
and Lammors in 1942 - to be found on page 504 of the volume 
"Axis Rule in Occupied Europe" by the author of this memo¬ 
randum. ) Since further investigation of the case requires 
action in various zones of Germany and also the cooperation 
of scvoral nations outside Germany I thought that the United 
Nations War Crimes Commission nright be interested in investi¬ 
gating this case. Enclosed younrwill find a memorandum of 
this oaso by J.H. Whiting which throws considerable light on 
this heinous crime. 


Sgd. 


K.. n i j , i’.j ■ i iiij.i i. y. 











UNITED NATIONS RELIEF AND REHABILITATION AIMNISTRATION 
UNITED STATES ZONE HEADQUARTER? 

EASING - MUNICH 
APO 757 


12th June, 19Ai>. 

SUBJECT: Location of Unib tl Nati ons* childrori in th^ TT.5, 7cno , 

TO; Dr. Kaphaex iicmkxn, 

Adviser on Foreign Affairs, 

War Department, 

U.S.A. 


c/o Judge Advocate Gonornl, 
Lt. Col. Allen, 
Alliance Bldg. 

APO 757. 


In accordance with our discussion with you yesterday x/e arc 
submitting a statement of UNRRA's experience and findings in the 
location of United Nations' children in Germany, for your use in con¬ 
ferences with the War Crimes Branch and the Unitod Nations War Crimes 
Commission. You will find that War Crimes Branch has a report from us 
under date of April 12, 1946, Subject; Investlgations Regarding Import¬ 
ation and Germanization of Unitod Nations' Childi-en, and a supplementary 
report on the same subject dated May 7, 1946. 

Our first emphasis has boon on locating, identifying and 
removing United Nations' children who are being cared for in German 
child welfare agoncies and institutions. Discussions with Military 
Government officials and German agencies and our own early child-finding 
efforts indicated it was in the instituions that large numbers would be 
found. UNERA Child Search and Registration Teams are visiting every 
child caring agency and institution in the U. S. Zone, interviewing 
staff members and every child thought to be of Unitod Nations' origin. 
Detailod discussions with children and with those staff members who 
attendod children on transports from other countries have a two fold 
purpose, personal and nationality identification of children and clues 
to the location of more children. Team members are alert to details 
which will lead +? th- Aiucuvory of information about Nazi plans for 
importation and destinations of other children known to those being 
interviewed. 

Reports on individual children interviewed are referred to 
the appropriate national liaison officers and Joint planning toward 
repatriation and return to families proceeds. Findings regarding 
Nazi organizations ana clues to additional sources of information havo 
been pursued further by UNRRA, referred to military bronchos, G-2 
and War Crimes, or sent to other countries for investigation. It is 
this phase of child searching on which we havo sought the help cf the 
military. Interviewing child by child is a slow and cumbersome method 
of approaching a mass problem, and has limitations as it relates to 
individual children. Information they con give is often not sufficient 
to establish nationality or oven identity. In groups of children brought 
in fran other countries we usually find a number who ore promptly 
acknowledged by liaison officers as their nationals. Others appear 
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rothor clearly to be German. In the cases of the majority no decisions 
can bo made from available information. Efforts are made, through 
UNRRA and national tracing bureau in the- home countries, to find fam¬ 
ilies and discover other information which will establish citizenship, 
National Liaison representatives of he surrounding allied nations iiavu 
been asked for more specific inromat.. -n about the children they have 
lost. They have had difficulty in cbta- ir.g ouch inforraati nn hut when 
available it should be of great help in identifying children wo are now 
finding. The only hope for identifying ncoy of the children lies in 
information about operation of the German organizations which have 
planned and carried out the importations, and particularly the records 
and nominal rolls of such organizations. 

Children found. 

Over 6,000 children unaccompanied by their families have 
been reported in the U. S. Zone to date. Probably not more than 2,000 
of those have cone to attention as tho result of search. The rest ore 
children who were found with adult displaced porsons in centers, or 
came to attention in groups without spocific searching offorts. The 
stories of the children and information available about then indicate 
that some of them were taken from their homes by force in accordance) 
with a Gomanization plan. Others were brought in to work or aero 
children of forced laborers. Several groups of infants leave doubt 
as to whether the intent was Gomanization or evacuation for safety 
purposes because of the progress of the armies. We are finding children 
of all ages, infants as young as 18 months. Nationalities are chiofly 
Polish, Czech and Yugoslav. 

Findings differ in various sections af the U. S. Zone. In 
the Western half, we are finding individual children or snail groups 
who came into German institutions through individual tragodios, 
usually accidental separation from the parent, doath of tho paront 
or abandonment. In Bavaria wo find large groups of children imported 
from the Eastern countries. The children who describe forcible removal 
from their homos and admission to institutions where no language other 
than Goman was permitted cone chiefly from the Upper Silesian area 
and have boon found in Rogonsburg district. School groups, designated 
by the Gomans as Volksdeutsch and evacuated into Germany as the omies 
progressed, are chiofly situated in Bavaria. We have been interviewing 
about 900 such children; 2,000 to 3,000 more who came in from 
Yugoslavia are roported to be living in one area from which wo have 
removed 17. Investigations by liaison officers and UNRRA have revealed 
a number of non-German children in these groups. 

The children we have to date found in Goman family homos 
..•ere either brought in for work purposes or temporarily placed in 
Goman families by their parents. We have discovered in the U.S. 

ZONE no information about the children who arc believed by allied 
countries to huve buen brought into German for absorption into 
families, with a change of name, to lose their identity. Since such 
childron have been discovered in Austria and in the British Zone wd 
believe that this is a whole field which needs increased soarch efforts 
and perhaps different methods that we have been using, 

Goman organizations involved in importation of children. 

We have identified certain Nazi organizations responsibly 
for tho importation of children and have had reports regarding othor 
agencies which bear investigation. They are as follows: - 
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N< *?. u . Thir organization has been nanod numerous times by 
children v/ho describe the NSV nurse as having takon then f.ron their 
honos and removed then to an institution. 

Veroin Lobensbom . This agency'p participation has bean 
established by a report 1'ron Austria rogarding tho renoval af children 
f ran Poland, char, go of nano a and placement In nua i.ricui families for 
p«mrnnnt cnr„. A recent report from "rrr.ce drawn attention to tno 
sano organisation on oinilar charges. 

Rassol und Siodlungsant . Recant investigations of record 
sources of Vorein Lcbonsbom at Berlin drew attention to this organiz¬ 
ation as possibly having recorded information about children who were 
importod for Gorraanization purposes. 

Muttor und Kind, Society for Racial Purity and Roichs- 
nahrstend all boar investigation. 

Methods of locating children. 

(1) Search in orphanages and follow up of duos discovered 
has boon tho principal method used by UNHRA as described abovo. 

(2) Search by German authorities required by military order. 

An order of August 1945 requiring Gorman Burgormoisters to 
roport all displaced persons, was not very productive in the U.S. Zone 
in revealing children. We understand the response was somewhat bettor 
in tho British Zono, You have seen the current USF!ET directives (Conduct 
of Soarches by Gorman Authorities in Connection with United Nations Citi¬ 
zens dated 8 January 1946; Conduct of Soarches by German Authorities in 
connection with Living United Nations Orphaned Children dated 25 March 
1946; Conduct of Soarchos by German Authorities in connoction vith 
Living United Nations Orphaned Children dated 14 May 1946) which are tho 
result of action by the Allied Control Council and require comprehensive 
reporting of displacod porsons and submission of documonts relating to 
thorn. Wo understand inf ornation is now caning in under the currently 
operative directive, but it is too oarly to ovaluato results in finding 
childron. It is our opinion that military directives are essential but 
that wo cannot place sole reliance upon thorn. Experience with adults 
caring for childron indicates they fail to roport then for variuus and 
compelling roasons wliich will not bo altered by military diroctivos 
rogardlcss af how stringent. We are convinced from experience that 
such orders need to be supplemented by other methods of soorch. 

(5) Continuing use of record sourcos. 

Tho abovo nonod directive requires reporting once from nary 
record sourcos. There is need to establish a plan for continuous 
reporting as now cases cono to light. Examples ore birth records, school 
enrolments, identification certificates, food ration cards, all of which 
should bo used continuously as sourcos for revealing children. 

(4) Fublicity. 

We have to date dono very little through publicity. We foal 
ono of the immediate steps must bo interpretation to key Goman agoncios 
and civic loaders and possibly -.7ide spread popular appeals. Berlin is 
trying this method at the moment and vre are watching the results. 









(b) Investigations in other countries. 

UNRRA Central Headquarters for Germany has been assuming 
na.lor respons-fh-ni+y for getting information from allied countries as 
to thoir loeauB. Information v.u ai-e discovering in Gemany which should 
be investigated in theje countries is being routed through the 

sane channel, Tho Czech Government in sending a sr.mll mission lulu 
Germany to work with us, particularly in finding Czech children. We 
have been asked to await the arrival of this group and turn over to than 
all information which neods investigation in Czechoslovakia. Consider¬ 
able information lias already been sent to Poland. We have additional 
masses of information, particularly names of institutions in Upper Silesia 
and porsons connected with then, which we are now in the process of 
compiling for use in Poland. Our request to send representatives into 
Poland to initiate such investigations did not moot with success. We 
are now using the next host method of asking for a representative from 
Poland to work with our Search Teams hero and return to Poland for 
investigation and tying up of clues there. The need for investigation 
in other countries othor than Poland and Czechoslovakia lias to date been 
less clearly defined. 


V CA J ^ 
a igUUijg 


Our findings to date indicate that the scope of the child 
looation program noeds to be broadened in order to leave no resource 
for finding children untapped. V/ithin UNRRA v/e plan to accelerate our 
activities by adding staff to Search and Registration Toons and to ad¬ 
ministrative units for planning and directional aspects. We see a 
great need for a closer working relationship with military authorities. 
The urgency of the problem and its many ramifications demand a united 
approach on the port of all who are concerned and who have information 
and facilities whioh should be utilized. 

You are interested primarily in the 7/ar Crimes aspects; wo, 
in the finding of children. In the course of finding children we aro 
getting stories about the forcible removal from hone, attempts to 
eradicate anything non-German in the child's life, medical experiments 
and names of persons who are thought to know moro about the movements 
of children and Nazi planning. The information we aro getting calls 
for investigations which are beyond our scope and ability. We feel 
that various nili+ary branches and offices nay have information whioh 
should be more qu okly and effectively utilized in tho child finding 
program. Military Government Public Welfare is interested and of course 
in touch with tho .reman facilities which wo are using so heavily in our 
searching activ ties. At least one German publication is featuring 
appeals for public assistance in locating families of lost children. 

Such phases require closer co-operation with Military Government, 

As a first step, wc suggest a HiliLuy Liaison Off lour. 

Such a person would go through our detailed findings to date, evaluate 
them as cIuob tc furtlior information and bring them to tho attention of 
tho appropriate military branches. He would, at the same time, seek 
out and bring to our attention information now in the hands of military 
offioos and military resources and facilities which should be utilized, 

A brief poriod af exploratory work should indicate what pent the 
military ought to bo taking in the child finding program and how tho 
efforts of UNRRA and the military might bo more closely co-ordinated. 
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This is not a comprehensive report but merely highlighting 
our program and the evidence wc have boon able to uncover relativo 
to war crimes committed against United Nations' children* Ue will 
l'ollor.V up with your suggestions tc Mr. «Tol\i) TrimfaV. Director, ?eaTOb 
and RogleUution Team t>bb in submitting to you a formal comprehensive 
report^ channeling it to you through your Washington office and 
General Taylor. 


Sgd*.J. H. WHITING, 

Zone Director. 
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27th July. 1946 


UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION. 
COMMITTEE III. 


Report on the Present State 
of the 

Trial Report Publications Schemes. 


Compiled by the Secretary of Otygnittee III. 


I. The scheme of publishing triad reports (in previous documents called 
"annotated sunmaries") produced by the Secretariat and approved by an 
appropriate organ of the Commission (Consnittee III or a speoial conrnittee 
to be appointed}, was approved by the Commission in its meeting held on 
19th July 1946 (m.IOG). The preparations for the production of the first 
volume of these trial reports are far advanced and it is hoped that the 
manuscript will go to print towards the end of August 1946. 

II, In addition to these reports to be produced by the Commission itself, 
the publication of full reports by a private British publishing firm, 

Messrs. Wm. Hodge & Co.,Ltd., London and Edinburgh, has also been discussed. 
In this respect. Committee III decided in its meeting held on 25th July, to 
recommend to the Commission that a letter on the lines of that contained 

in the annex to this paper, should be sent by the Secretary General tto 
Messrs. Hodge. 

Ccnndttoc III furthci suggested that legal advice from a .British 
lawyer conversant with such contracts should be sought before committing 
the Comnission to the undertaking contained in the draft letter. 

Committee III suggests tiat the text of the letter to Messrs. Hodge 
contained in the annex, should be approved by the Commission, subject to 
such alterations as may be proposed by the British legal expert to be 
consulted, and by the Government Departments concerned. 


ANNEX. 

"Daai Sirs, 

Report a on Tri of War Criminals. 

Referring to our previous correspondence on the above subject, and 
to our discussions with you at various times, I write to inform you 

that the United Nations War Crimes Commission has now agreed to a scheme 

regarding publication of full reports of Trials of War Criminals by your 
firm and that it ic prepared to reoommend to it3 member governments the 
adoption of the scheme under the following terms:- 

(a) Member Governments who may wish to avail themselves of your servioes 

will place at your disposal the transoripts, records and documents which 

they want to be made the basis of your publication. 
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(b) In cases where additional 3pare copies of the documents 
mentioned are not available, the Commission will be prepared to lend 
you apy copy which han been made available to the Commission by its 
member Governments for offioial use, provided you undertake the safe 
return of such copies undamaged, 

(c) The agreement uf this Commission with regard to the person or* 
persons to be entrusted with the editing of the individual trials, and 
the person you may wish to appoint as General ddjtor for the whole 
scheme, will be necessary. The Commission's consent to these persons 
will not be unreasonably withheld, 

(d) The drafts of ar\y commentaries and forewords to be included in 
the publications will be submitted to the Comnission for approval and 
you will undertake to abide by any decisions which the Comnission may 
deem fit to make in this respect, 

(e) It will be a matter ox special agreement between the Comnission 
and you whether, and if so, in which cases and in what manner, 
referenoe will be made in the publication itself to the United 
Nations War Crimes Commission, 

(f) The United Nations War Grimes Comnission has' the right to trans¬ 
fer its powers under this agreement to any international or national 
bod;- which should take over its functions, if the Conndssbn should be 
wound up before the work of publication is concluded, 

(g) You will make your own arrangements with the Government or 
Government Department concerned with regard to copyrights, to the 
payment of fees, if any, for the right to use the documents, and all 
other questions of financial agreements, 

(h) 3he Commission itself does not undertake any financial respon¬ 
sibility for the publication nor does it desire financial reward for 
the supervisory function to be exercised by it under the foregoing 
provisions, 

Y 0 urs sincerely. 


Seorotary General, " 
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UNITED NATIONS uAR OltL.iKU COMMISSION. 


The question of the jurisdiction of the United 
Nations War Gririe 3 Commission over war crimes 
comrdtted in Ethiopia during the Italo-Abyssinian war. 


Report presented by Committee III. 


The question of the jurisdiction of the United Nations 
War Crimes Cu...iuoiuu war crimes committed in Ethiopia 

during the Italo-Abyssinian war was referred to Committee III 
by the Commission, on July 19th, 194-6, for its consideration and 
opinion* 


The Committee, after giving careful consideration to 
the preliminary report prepared by the Secretary of Committee III 
(Doc.Hl/50), has arrived at the following conclusion: 

1* The UNV7CC hao, up to the present, only dealt with war 

crines( including cranes against peace and crimes against 
humanity) committed during or connected with, the present v/ar. 

The Cormittrv' c.m fl.nl no ovj.lr.noe th it it • • tin wish of ni_r.bt.-r 
Governments that tne Commission should deal with v/ar crimes 
committed in any other war. 

2. The Committee .are not in possession of any evidence to 

show that it is the opinion of the Governments that any direct 
connection exists betv/een the 11 ol o - A by 3 3 i ni an war and the 
present war. 

The above report is .submitted to tne Commission for 
its consideration. 
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UNITED NATIONS JAR CRIMES 00: [HISS ION 


Short summary of the Polish Decree 
jiiiig tho cotablisiiinont ui one 
Supreme National Tribunal. 

Circulated to members at the request 
of Dr. Qzerex'. 


Polish legislation concerning crimes connected wit-h the war. 
( Vfar crimes and war-treason ) 

This legislation is covered by three acts: 

1. decree of August 31st 1944* Polish Official Gazette 

No; A/1944-. 

2. decree of May 6th 1945» " " " 

No:17/1945. 

3* decree of January 22nd 1946, " " " 

No:5/1946. 


I. 


The first of those three legislative measures provided, what may 
be called a general basis for the punishment of both traitors and 
war criminals, guilty of offences committed during the second world 
war. 


Re sponsibility t Those who assisted the German occupying authority 
' by: 

a) talcing port in the murder of civilien populat¬ 
ion, of prisoners-of-war, their maltreatment 
or persecution. 

b) committing aots to the detriment of persons 
residing on Polish territory, in particular by 
the arrest and deportation of persons wanted or 
persecuted by the occupying authorities - for 
whatever reason it may be - save their prosec¬ 
ution for ordinary crimes. 


Punishment: For all those crimes death penalty is provided. 

Loss of publio and civic rights, forfeiture of 
propertv arc incidental tc the main penalty. 

Blackmail: A second group of orimes is provided for, namely 

the punishment of persons guilty of blaokmailing 
with the intont to profit persona undoi threat of 
their arrest or their handing over to the occupying 
authority. 


Punishment: Penal servitude up to 15 years or for life-time. 

Superior orders: Service ,/ith the enemy occupying forces, obedience 
to superior orders, or compulsion, do not exempt 
from responsibility. 


Accessories; The responsibility lies with persons who commit 

the crime, attempt, abet or assist its commission. 

Special Criminal Courts: 

The abovo-mentior.ed crimes are being dealt with in 
accordance with the procedure as laid down in the 
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Code of Criminal Proceduro. 

The jurisdiction i3 exercised by the Special Criminal 
Courts* 

Theso Courts are presided over by a professional judge 
and two lay-judges* All members of these Courts are 
appointed by Lne presidium c ' the National Council 
on the recommendation of the Minister of Justice* 

The defendant must appear with counsel* If he refuses 
to elect one - a oounsol is appointed ex officio* 

The judgments of those Courts are final. 


It will be noted that the first decree covers both Polish nation¬ 
als and aliens a 3 far as their responsibility for orimes connected 
with the war is concerned* 

II. 

As to Polish nationals, further provision mule it however possible 
for them to be exonerated from charges of collaboration with the 
eneny and a special procedure was laid down to this effect in the 
second of the mentioned decrees* 

The deoree comes into operation for: 

a) Polish nationals whoso names were included into the German 
Volks-liste-group three and four - if they lived in areas 
forcibly incorporated into the Reich, wherever this was 
done under duress or against their will, while they them¬ 
selves remained distinctively Polish nationals* 

b) Wherever evidence i3 submitted that the persons in question 
aoted under duress, even in oases where their names were 
entered into list No:2 of Volksdeutscho* 

At the request of the person concerned the exonerating procedure is 
being instituted by the normal Courts of first instonoe, composed of 
one professional judge and two lay judges* 

III. 

The third decree seta up the S UPREME NATIONAL TRIBUNAL. 

The competence of the new Tribunal is laid down as follows:(art•13) 

1) The trial of persons, who in accordance with the Moscow Declar¬ 
ation signed by the United States, the U. S.S.R. and Gt.Britain 

and dealing with the responsibility of Hitlerite forces for 
atrocities committed will be surrendered to the Polish pros¬ 
ecuting authorities for crimes committed on Polish territory 
during enemy occupation. 

2) The trial of crimes connected with the defeat of Poland in 
September 1939 and with Fascist activities* 

3) The Supreme National Tribunal and the Prosecutor at the 
Supreme National Tribunal exacise supervisory authority 
over the Special Crininal Courts and the prosecutors attached 
to the Special Cidjninal Courts*(art. 16)* 

( The Special Crininal Courts were referred to above)* 

Gases coming now within tue authority of the Supreme National 
Tribunal having hitherto been tried by tho Special Criminal Courts 
- the Prosecutor of the Supremo National Tribunal may transfer 
every case pending with a Speoial Criminal Court to tho Supremo 
National Tribunals art.13,par. 2 ). He may also appeal from a 
judgment passed by a Special Criminal Court if there exist reasons 
for appeal or now trial - to the Supreme National Tribunal. 
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'^Ational Tribunal consists of: 
the President 
the judges. 

It sits in session with three professional judges and four laymen. 
The President of the Tribunal is the First President of the 
Supreme Court. Other judges and proseoutors of the Tribunal are 
appointed by the Presidium of the National Council on the recomm¬ 
endation of the Minister of Justioe. Lay-judges are appointed from 
among the members of the National Council. 

Procedure: The trials are oonduoted in accordance with the 
provisions of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 

In matters brought before the Tribunal the prosecutor 
may order the arrest of the accused. 

Investigation of crimes brought before the Tribunal is 
being conducted by the prosecutor of the Tribunal 
himself or through prosecutors of Special Criminal 
Courts, district Courts or security authorities. 

Defence: The defendant must appear with oounsel. If he does 

not appoint one, the President of the Tribunal 
appoints an advooate ex officio. 

The fact that the indicted has not been apprehended 
is no bar to proceedings, which will then not be 
regarded as carried out in absentia* 

Judgments: The judgments of the Tribunal have to be prepared 

in writing with motivation. 

The judgments and decisions of the Tribunal are final. 
The sentenced has the right to appeal for meroy to 
the President of the National Council. In oases where 
a death sentence was passed the President of the 
Supreme National Tribunal transmits the documents 
of the case immediately to the Minister of Justice, 
who in turn submits them for decision to the President 
of the National Council, who may commute the penalty. 
The Tribunal attaches its opinion on the case. 


The first case to be tried by the Supreme National 
Tribunal v/as that of the Gauleiter of Western RjLond: 
Arthur GEEISER. 


Sentence of death by hanging was passed and executed. 
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UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES (XI EMISSION. 


Letter from Secretary-General to 
Dr, Miecgplaw Szerer* 


3st August, 1946, 


Dr*teleozyslaw Szerer, 
Polish Embassy, 

47, Portland. Place, 

W.l. 


Dear Dr* Szerer, 


I have made enquiries regarding your proposal 
at yesterday’s meeting of the Commission for members 
to attend the final day or days of the Nuremburg 
Tidal* I have been informed by the authorities responsible 
for the arrangements at Nuremburg, that the whole of the 
accommodation available in and near Nuremburg has already 
been allotted to representatives of the many National 
Governments interested who have made application some 
time ago for accommodation to be reserved for them* 

I much regret, therefore, that it will not be possible 
to implement your proposal and, in view of the circum¬ 
stances mentioned, I can only suggest that individual 
members, who wish to attend the Trial, should enaeavour to 
make their own arrangements* 

I am extremely sorry that I am not able 
to help in this instance. 


Yours sincerely, 


Sgd: (G.A.Ledingham) 


Colonel, 

Secretary-General* 
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UNITED NATIONS JAR CRIMES COMMISSION 


Letter received by Lord ./right from Major-General 
H.Green, The Judge Advocate General, U.S.A. 

22nd July, 1946. 


My dear Lord \7right, 

• 

I hasten to reply to your letter of 8th July for which 
I am very grateful. The hasty conversations that were had with 
you during your visit here gave me the distinct impression that 
a survey on the spot was required with respect to the numerous 
problems confronting the prosecution of war criminals in the Far 
East. Accordingly, arrangements were effected to enable Colonel 
Marcus to proceed to Japan and elsewhere on 24th July, 1946. 

He has a copy of your letter and vail attempt to develop your 
suggestions. 

I wish to outline the organisation in the field for 
the prosecution of war crimes under the jurisdiction of General 
MacArthur a3 Supreme Commander for the Allied Powers. There is a 
unit of his Speoial Staff known as the Legal Section, the one you 
visited, of whioh Colonel Alva 0.Carpenter is Chief. He has 
established a branch at Manila* By directive of the United States 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, 23rd April,1946, thereafter ratified by 
the Far Eastern Commission, any other country whose nationals 
were victims of atrocities v/ere given the right to assist in 
prosecuting cases involving such atrooities by providing members 
for the military commissions trying the cases and also members 
of the prosecution 3taff. To date, Australia, Canada, the United 
Kingdom, China, and the Netherlands have availed themselves of 
this right, and now have liaison detachments working with the 
Legal Section. It would appear, therefore, that centralisation 
in one office of the work of all nations concerned has been started. 

By directive of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the primary 
responsibility for the trial of war crimes cases in the India- 
Burma Theatres rests with the Government of India and with the 
South Asia Command. American participation has been limited to 
assisting by furnishing members for commissions and proseotion 
staffs in cases in which U. S. nationals are involved. The U.S. 
officers participating have been ordered to Jar Crimes Branch in 
Washington,D.C., for the purpose of preparing complete reports for 
U3e here and for your Commission. 

Similarly in China, by Joint Ch-efs of Staff directive, 
primary responsibility rests with the Chinese Central Government. 

"he United States Forces have a Jar Crimes Branch there, which to 
date is proceeding with the prosecution of fourteen oases involv¬ 
ing offences committed against U.S.Forces and nationals. Before 
the U.S.Commander can proceed in any case in China, the aoquieso- 
enoe of the Chinese Government i3 required, together with specific 
authority from the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

The Jar Crimes Branch has general supervision over the 
work in the Overseas Theatres. A deputy Chief for Navy and a 
small staff of Navy personnel are part of the Branch. The U.S. 

Navy has been carrying out a war crimes programme in the Mid- 
Pacific Area. It has liaison with Jar Crimes Branch tlirough the 
Naval section of the Branch, and reports on Navy cases in Mid- 
Pacific. Problems arising in connection with these cases are 
referred to the Joint Chiefs of Stuff. 
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A directive prepared by War Crimes Bronoh, has recently 
b«en sent'to the Theatres by the War Department requiring a 
monthlv rnyrrt -n - • &,) ijloidi-i.1 iop-ris uw .j^si 

by name going to trial* trials uumpieteu; and other pertinent data 
(Order unclosed). Complete transcripts of the records of all 
cases are to be furnished the War Crimes Branch by the Theatres 
as quiciciy as they oan be prepared :\ftor completion of trials. 

All of this information will be furnished to the United Nations 
War Crimea Commission as quickly as it is received by War Crimes 
Branoh. A summary of results achieved in Japan and> the Philipp¬ 
ines to 24th May,1946, is attached. 

I trust that this information whioh I pass to you will 
give you a picture of the war crimes programme in the Par East. 
Colonel Robert M.Springer, Executive of the War Crimes Branch, 
has been appointed by President Truman as U.S.Commissioner to the 
United Nations War Crimes Commission, \lhen he arrives in London 
I feel confident he can answer some of the questions. 

With kindest, regards, T tm 

. Sincerely yours, 

(Signed) 

THOMAS H. GREEN 

Major-General,USA 

The Judge Advocate General. 

The Right Honourable The Lord Wright of Durley, 

Chairman, United Nations War Crimes Commission, 

Room 324, Lansdowne House, 

Berkeley Square,W.I., 

London,Engloni. 
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UNITED NATIONS JAR CRIMES COMMISSION 


Letter received by Sir Robert Craigie 
from Lieut.Colonel G.Barratt« 


IID/JAG/rS/1/54 

CONFIDENTIAL 


Office of: 

The Judge Advocate General, 
6, Spring Gardens, 

Cockspur Street, 

London, S.W* 1* 

6th August, 1946* 


Dear Sir Robert, 


Jar Crimes 


With further reference to our conversation on 
30th July, 1946, on the point raised hv ■]<? p^or, 

as to British 'War Crimes trials involving other nationals* 

I have now had the opportunity of considering our current 
files* The position appears to be that, omitting cases v/here 
there seems at present to be no reasonable chance of tracing 
any of the aocused, v/e have under preparation:- 

3 cases involving the ill-treatment or killing 
of Polish nationals* 


2 cases 

do 

Polish and Russian nationals 

2 cases 

do 

U. S.A. nationals* 

1 case 

do 

Polish, Yugoslav,Greek, French 


and Italian nationals( the Hildesneim Concentration 
Camp case)* 

1 case do Dutch, French, Belgian and 

Russian nationals( the Wilh.elmsh.aven Gestapo prison 
case). 

3 cases against the guards of Aussen Kommando 
of Neuengomme Concentration Camp, involving 
respectively:- 

(a) Polish, Russian end French nationals* 

(b) Polish, Dutch and French nationals,and 

(c) Polish, Dutch, French, Russian, Belgian, 

Danish, Yugoslav, Spanish, Greek and 
Italian nationals* 

Yours sincerely. 


Sgd: (G* Barrat t) 

The Right honourable Sir Robert Craigie, G.C.M.G. ,G.B. ,P.C., 
Room 321, 

Lansdowne House, 

Berkeley Square, 

London, 

W*l» 












UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION 


To be attached tc 
Poo. 0,222. 

On page 5 of Doc*C.222, please strike out 
the title of the last paragraph, "IV(a) United 
States Trials, Western Paeific" and replace the 
number, (l) of the trial of General Tomcyuki 
Yamashita by the oonsecutive number of the 
American trials, No.50-J. 











U NITED NuTIOKS ^ iKIMM IXHTON 

Second Supplement 



C.222 

17th -,ugu3t, 1946, 


to the 
Synopsis 

of Trial Reports 
fDoc. C.204) 


Since the circulation of the first 
supplement (Doc. C.208) to the Synopsis of 
Trial Reports (Dec. C.204), the reports 
sunnarised in this paper have been received 
by the United Nations War Crimes Commission 
from the National Offices up to 17th August 

1946. 

II, Erltish Cases .(x) 

94) Trial of Colonel Stefano Orofalo, Italian Amy. 

Date & Place of Trial; Military Court at .Hagcla, 20Ui - 21st 
May 1946. 

Charge: Committing a War Crime in that he at Bari, on or 

about 16th July 1942, in violation of the laws and 
usages of war, was concerned in the killing of a 
British prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 

95) Trial of Iginio Bascioni, Olindo Verdecchia and Luigi Mura. 

Date & Place of Tried: Military Court at ^ncona, 24-27 April 
1946. 

Committing a war crime in that they near Grottazolira 
on 3rd May 19A4, in violation of the laws and usages 
of war, were concerned in the killing of two es¬ 
caped British prisoners of war. 

All three found guilty. 

Basoioni to imprisonment for 3 years. 

Verdeoohia to w "3 " 

Mura " " " 1 year. 

Findings and sentences confirmed. 

96 ) Trial of Max Frindt, Peter Hafner and Christian Pfalzer. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Court held at Milan on 4-6 April 

1946. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that they at Breasanone, 

Italy, on or about 1 Oot. 1944 in violation of the 
laws and usages of war were concerned in the 
killing of three unknown British soldiers. 

Verdict: Pfalzer and Hafner, Not Guilty. 

Frindt, Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 15 years. 

Findings of the court were confirmed on 25th June 
1946 by the Supreme Allied Commander but 12 years 
imprisonment were remitted from the sentence awarded 
by the Court. 


Charge: 


Verdiot: 

Sentences: 


(*) This list of British trials is a continuation of the list 

containedcn pages 1-5 and page 15 of Doc. C.208, The numbers 
of the two trials summarised on page 15 of Doc. C.208 (Nos. 93 
and 94) should be corrected to 92 and 93 respectively. 










97) Trial of Colvutore pa... cuollo, Giuseppe Basilo, Italian nationals. 

Bat. I riu.ee of I;-H.: Military Court at Afragola ; 14 - 19 
March 19461 , 

Charge: Commi' ting a war crime in that they at or near 

Vultura'vi nn or about April 194C.-. 1.* violation of 
the laws and usages of war. were concerned in the 
killing of a member of the New Zealand Expedition¬ 
ary force and with wounding two other .1 escaped 
Hrlsonuis of War,. 

Verdict; Both guil:y v 

Sentences: Parncuollo, imprisonment for 20 years, 

Basilo, " " 15 years. 

Findings of the court were confirmed on 23rd May 
1946 , but 10 years of the sentence passed on 
Paracuollo ; and 7 years of the sentence passed on 
Basile, were remitted, 

93) Trial of Arturo Vanozzin Gugliolno Massi and Fausto Poloni, It.Nats. 

Date & Place cf Trial: Military Court at Ancona, on 6-9 May 1946 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that they at Ascoli 

Piceno, Italy, on or about Fob,44, in violation of 
the laws and usages of war, were concerned in the 
killing of a British prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Vanozzi ?md Massi, guilty. 

Poloni, Not Guilty. 

Sentences: Both sentenced to imprisonment for life. 

Findings confirmed on 7th June, but both sentences 
commuted to imprisonment for 12 years. 

99) Trial of Francesco Gatti, of the Italian Axwy 0 

Date & Place of 'Trials Military Court held at Afragola on 8 - 
10 May 46 , 

Charge: Committing a war orime in that he, between April 

1943 and Aug 0 1943 in violation of the laws and 
. . usages of war, was conoerned in the illtreatment of 

a British naval lieutenant, and other British 
prisoners of war at Padula, Italy, and on a 
journey by train from padula to Bologna, Italy, 

Verdict: Guilty; he did not illtreat Lt.Piper at Padula, 

no ;* other prisoners of war on the journey by train 
from Padula to Bologna, but he did illtreat Lt. 

Piper on the train journey from Padula to Bologna 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 months. 

Findings and sentence confirmed on June 5th. 

100-j) Trial of Major General Itsuki Toshio, Lt. Commander Ogura Keiji 

and 14 others of the Imperial Japanese Any & Navy. 

Date & Place of Trial: Singapore, 11th - 26 th March, 1946. 

Charge;(l) Committing a war crime, in that they at Car 
Nicobar, between 1 July 45 and 51 Aug 45# in 
violation of the laws and usages of war, being 
part of a Japanese force at that time in 
occupation of Car Nicobar, were concerned in the 
torture and other ill-treatment of civilian 
residents of Car Nicobar, in consequence whereof 
six of the civilians died. 

( 2 ) (Against Major General Itsuki Toshio and one other 
only) Committing a war crime, in that they at 
Car Nioobar on 28 July 45, in violation of the 
laws and images of war, were concerned together 
in the unjust trial and judgment of civilian 
residents of Car Nicobar, a 3 a result of which 
49 of the civilians were condemned to death and 
exeouted. 










(3) (Against Maj. Gen. Itsuki Toshio and one other only) 
Committing a war crime, in that they at Car 
Nicobar on 6 Aug 45, in violation of the laws and 
usages of war, were concerned together in the unjust 
trial and judgment of civilian residents of Car 
Nicobar, as a result of which 22 of the civilians 
were condemned to death and executed. 

(4) (Against Maj. Gen, Itsuki Toshio and one other only) 
Cuaiiuilli.it, a >var crime, xn tnat tney at Car i'dcoDar 
on 12 Aug 45, in violation of the laws and usages 

of war, were concerned together in the unjust trial 
and judgment of civilian residents of Cal' Nicobar, 
as a result of which 12 of the civilians were con¬ 
demned to death and executed. 

Verdiot: 1st Charge: All guilty with the exception of tw. 

2nd Charge, ) 

3rd Charge, ) All Guilty, 

4th Charge, ) 

Sentences: Death by shooting, 1 

v. Death by hanging, 5 

Inprisonment for 15 years, 1 

» it 2.2 " 2 

" » 10 " 5 

* It If • T It ^ 

15 

Sentence for the remaining one accused not stated. 


1Q1-J) Trial of Cpl. Tsuruoka Shiroo of the Imp. Jap. Forces. 

Date & Place of Trial: Singapore, 18th and 20th April, 1946. 

Charge:(1) Committing a war crime, in that he, on or about 
28 July 1945 at Toylerabad in or near Port Blair, 
in violation of the laws and usages of war, being 
in the service of the occupying Power, acted to¬ 
wards and was concerned in the beating, torture 
and maltreatment of Abdul Razaq, a civilian resident 
of Port Blair, 

(2) Committing a war crime, in that he, on or about 1 
July 1945, at Toylerabad in or near Port Blair, in 
violation of the laws and usages of war, being in 
the service of the occupying Power, acted towards 
and was concerned in he beating, torture and 
maltreatment of Ram sarup, a civilian resident of 
Port Blair, 

Verdict: Each charge, Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 18 months, 

102) Trial of Karl Maria von Behren, 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Court, Hamburg, on 2Bth-31st 

May, 46. 

Charge: Commuting a war crime in that she, in Norway on 

or about 20 Nov, 42, in violation of the laws and 
usages of war, was concerned in the killing of 
fourteen unidentified British Prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 

103) Trial of Georg Tyrolt and 9 others. 

Date & Place of Trial? Military Court, Helmstedt, Germany, from 
20th May - 24th June 1946, 

Chargoj Committing a war crime in that they at Wolfsburg 
and Ruehen, Germany, between the months of April 
1943 and j.pril 1945, in violation of the laws and 
usages of war, were concerned in killing by wilful 
negleot a number of children of Polish and Russian 
nationals. 
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Verdict: Guilty, 3 (one with the exception of the words 

"Wolfsburg and"). 

Not guilty, 7, 

Sentences: Imprisonment for five years, 1« 

Death try hanging , 2 t 


104) Trial of General Victor Grander Friedrich Willy Seeger and 5 others 

Dote a- place of T"i nl• 17 th June - 11th July, 19^; 6 before a 

Military Court at Wuppertal, Germany. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that they in IVonoc, and 

in particular in the Vosges,in or about the months 
of September and October 1944, in violation of the 
laws and usages of war, were concerned in the 
killing of a number of allied airborne troops and 
personnel of air crews, all members of the allied 
armed forces and prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 5» 

Not Guilty, 1, 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 3» 

Imprisonment for 10 years, 1. 

" " 3 " 1 . 

III. Canadian Trials. 

2) Trial of Wilhelm Jung ana uonann Georg Schumacher. 

Date & Place of Trial: 15 - 25 March 1946 at Zurich, Germany 
before a Canadian Military Court. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that they at the village 

of Oberweier, Krei 3 Rastatt, Germany, on or about 
the 29th July 1944, in violation of the laws and 
usages of war, were concerned in the killing of a 
member of the Royal Canadian Air Force, a Prisoner 
of War. 

Verdict: Both Guilty. 

Sentences: Death by shooting. Confirmed on April 11th, 

3) Trial of Johann Neitz. 

Date & Place of Trial: 15-25 March 1946, at Aurich, Germany, 
before a Canadian Military Court, 

Charge :(1) Committing a war crime in that he, in or near 

Wilhelmshaven, Germany, on or about the l6th day 
of October 1944* in violation of the laws and 
usages of war, did fire, with intent to kill, two 
shots from a firearm, into the body of a member of 
the Royal Canadian »vir Farce, a prisoner of war, 

( 2 ) (alternative to the first charge). 

Committing a war crime in that he, in or near 
Wilhalmahuvon, Germany, on or about the 16th day of 
October 1944, in violation of the laws and usages 
of war, wounaed the same member of the Royal 
Canadian Air Force,a prisoner of war, by firing 
two shots from a firearm into his person. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life, Confirmed on ^pril 8th, 

4) Trial of Robert ’KJlzer, Walter Weigel and Wilhelm Ossenbach. 

Date & Place of Trial: 25th March - 6th ^pril 1946 at Zurich, 
Germany, before a Canadian Military Court. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that they near the town 

of Opladen, Germany, during the month of March 
1945, in violation of the laws and usages of war 
were concerned in the killing of an unknown 
member of the. Royal Canadian Aim 1 Foxee, a prisoner 
of war. t . 











Verdict: All three guilty 9 

Sentences: HBlzer and Weiger, death by shooting- Ossenbach, 

- imprisonment for 15 years. Sentences confirmed on 
May 2nd.- 

IV, United States Trials. 

48) Trial of I lane Allfuldiauh, ai id 60 oQku* (HauthMUNcn Conueuti ution 

Camp Casa). 

Date & Place of Trial: 29th March - 11th May 1946, at Dachau, 
Germany, before a Military Government Court. 

Charge: The accused were charged w*th aiding, abetting 

or participating in a common design to subject the 
nationals of the countries of Europe and of the 
United States of ijmerica, to killings, tortures, 
indignities and other brutalities, in violation of 
the laws and usages of war. 

Verdict: .ill the accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 56. 

Imprisonment for life, 3« 


Verdict: 
Sentences: 


49) Trial of Heinz Andergossen, august Schiffer and Albert Storz. 

Date & Place of Trial: 9 - 15th January 1946, before a Military 
Commission at Naples, 

Charge: Violation of the law of war, 

(1) In that they did on or about 20 Peb. 45, kill, 
summarily, an officer of the Arny of the United 
States, who had been recently captured and was a 

, prisoner of war, by causing him to be hanged by the 
neck until dead. 

(2) In that they did on or about 19 March 1945, kill 
summarily an officer and an N.C.O. of the British 
Army, and an officer of the Amy of the United 
States, who had then recently been captured and 
were prisoners of war, by causing them to be shot 
to death with a gun. 

(3) In that they did on or about 27 March 1945 kill 
summarily two officers and a . N.C .0. of the nn.iy of 

• the United States who had then recently been cap¬ 

tured and were prisoners of war, by causing each of 
them to be shot to death with a gun. 

Verdict: ALl the accused found guilty. 

Sentences: jJLl three to suffer death by hanging. 

Findings and sentences confirmed on June 6th, 

^vCa) United States Trials.(Western Pacific) 


. 1) Trial of General Tomoyuki YillASHITA, General of the Imp. Jap .axoy. 

Date A Place of Trial; 1st October - 7th December 1945, before 
a Military Commission at Manila, P.I, 

Charge: That he violated the laws of war in that, between 

9 October 1944 and 2 September 1945, at Manila and 
at other places in the Philippine Islands, while 
commander of armed forces of Japan at war with the 
United States of America and its allies, he unlaw¬ 
fully disregarded and failed to discharge his duty 
as commander to control the operations of the 
members of his command, permitting them to commit 
brutal atrocities and other high crimes against 
• people of the United States and of its allies and 

dependencies, particularly the Philippines. 
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Verd..ot; Guilty, 

Sentuna^j u^ath by hanging. Petitions for hobeus oorpus 

and proliibition, made by Yanashita to the Supreme 
Court of the Philippines, were unsuccessful. So 
also were his application to the Supreme Court of 
the United States for leave to file a petition for 
,w ii ui hubo us cuxpua and proUbi felon, ana his 
petition thereto for certiori tc .review the order 
of the Supreme Court of the Philippines. 

VIII. French Casus . 

48) Trial of Charles Braun, 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Nancy; judgment 
delivered 4-th May 194-6 

Charge. Theft of property of a French civilian and deliber¬ 
ate violence committed against Polish civilians 
in France. 

Verdict* Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence Imprisonment for 2 years. 

4-9) Trial of Adolf Schle-.-sar, 

Date & PI wo of Trial: Military Tribunal at Nancy; judffnent 
delivered 4th May 1946 . 

Charge: Px3.l~.ge committed in France. 

Verdict; Guilty but with extenuating circumstances, 

8 entencc; Imyri- onment for four years. 

50) Trial of Karl Rotter, and (Unterfeldwebel) Brill. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Nancy; judgment 
delivered on 6 th May 1946. 

Charge: .oraon committed in France. 

Verdict- Not Guilty. 

51) 2nd Trial of Erwin Bahl, 

Date & Pi n ce of Trial: Military Tribunal at Bordeaux, judgnent 
de livered on 7th May 1946. 

Charge: Pr--meditated Murder committed in France, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Doath 0 

52) 2nd Trial of „.dolf Jopp, and Wilhelm Mampe, 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Bordeaux; judgment 
delivered on 7th May 1946. 

Charge: As to Jopp, premeditated murder committed in France, 

.r.s to Mampe, complicity in this premeditated 
murder. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentences Death, 

55) Trial of Johann Karl Langenbahn. 

Date & Place of Tr.’.al: Military Tribunal at Nanoy; judgment 
delivered on 13th May 1946. 

Charge: Attempt against the external safety of the State 

(by deporting French citizens), and pillage commit- 
ed in France. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circurr*Lances. 

Sentence: Penal servitude for life. 


54) Trial against Jean-^ierre Lex. 

Date __ -1‘ Trial: Military Tribunal at Nancy; judgment 

delivered 13 th May 1946# 

Charge-: Attempt against the external safety of the State 

(by denouncing French citizens to the German 
authorities),and pillage committed in France. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence: Confinement for 5 years. 






55) Trial of Johann Schiel, 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Nancy; judgment 
delivered 13th May 1946. 

Choree: Deliberate vinlenne ennnit.t.erl naM nst French 

citizens, 

Verdiot: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence• Inpri somer.t for 8 month j■ 

56) Trial of Georges Wander, 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Nancy; judgment 
delivered 13th May 1946 t 

Charge: Pillage committed against a French citizen. 

Verdict: Guilty but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years 0 

57) 3rd Trial of Fritz Milke and Willy Tzschoppe, 

Date & Place of Trial; Military Tribunal at Bordeaux; judgment 
delivered 14th May 1946- 

Charge: 103 to Milke, premeditated murder committed in Prance 

as to Tzschoppe, attempted premeditated murder in 
Prance, 

Verdiot: Guilty, 

Sentences: Death, 

58) Trial of Richard Raith, 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Nancy; judgment 
delivered 18th May 1946, 

Charge: Complicity in murder and deliberate violence, 

committed against Russian and Italian prisoners in 
Prance, 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence: Penal servitude for 10 years. 
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DOC.C.223. 

A ugust 30th,194b* 

UNITED NATIONS WAR CREINS COMMISSION. 


Proposed General Survey 

or 

Medical Crimes 0 


IE Lei 1 consideration of a. better (do 214) addressed by the 
Danish Commissioner; Dr,Sohram Nielsen, to Lord ‘Wright, the 
Commission decided; on July 31st, to have a general survey of the 
crimes committed by the German medical profession compiled by a 
rapporteur possessing the necessary technical knowledge* 

Information that has since been obtained shows that this 
question Has been the subject of an Inter-Allied Conference, 
convened by the "F., I0A.T"; that scientific committees are being 
appointed to study it; that a member ©f the conference, possessing 
special qualifications; has already boon designated to write a gen¬ 
eral survey of the whole question; and finally, that investigations 
of medical war crimes have been carried out by a section of the 
"Subsequent Proceedings Committee"<- with the result that the trials 
of a group of doctors accused of such crimes are expected to begin 
this autumn* 

The above information is derived (a) from the minutes of two 
meetings, held at Paris on July 31st and August 1st last, a summary 
of which is given below; (b) from a letter/ dated August 9th, 1946, 
addressed by Professor Svdnuy Smith of Edinburgh University to the 
Research Officer; and (c) from a letter, dated August 21st, 1946, 
addressed by Brigadier General Taylor, Deputy Chief of Oounsel at 
Nuremberg, to the United States Commissioner to the U.N.W.O.O*, 
which is now circulated to the Commission with Colonel Springer's 
approval. 

(a) Summary of I.Ilnutos(R e st ric ted) o f an Informal Conference 

at Paris (Ju ly lbth-Au gus t 1st") 

* 1 

• • 

The French Government decided on June 15th, 1946, to create 
a Commission of Investigation on "Sciontil’ic War primes", under the 
General Staff of the National Defencoo This Commission was instruct¬ 
ed to work in co-operation with similar British and American bodies, 
and to study the question of experiments on human subjeots carried 
out during the wore 

l 

An informal meeting, under the chai-nanship of Wing Commander 
J.W.R.TK0MPS0N( Canada), between members of the above-mentioned French 
Scientific Committee and British and American war-crimes officials, 
and military and civilian experts, was held on July 31st, 1946, at 
the Pasteur Institute in Paris* 

This informal meeting welcomed the step taken by the French 
Government, and recommended the creation of similar scientific ad¬ 
visory committees in tiie panticipating nations* It was the intent¬ 
ion that these committees - or sub-committees - should combine in 
an International Advisory Commission, one of whose tasks would be 
to inform the scientific and nodical world regarding this type of 
experimentation. This action was contemplated in order to condemn 
the principle of misuse of human beings in the name of science* 

It was felt that such a pronouncement by scientific and medical men 
representing the Allied Nations could not be done without the 
creation of Scientific Advisory Commissions in the participating 
nations* The British and American representatives were asked by the 
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conference to oonvey this recommendation to their Governmenta, and. 
the French Committee undertook to invite Russian scientists to 
attend the next meeting and to become pemanent members of the 
nrnpntiert International Advisory Commi 

It was further recommended by the meeting that the collection 
of evi^or-c should v c conducted undei thu i^adciahip of Major 

MANT, pathologist to the B.A.O.R. Jar Crimes Investigating Unit, 
investigating offioiala similarly quell!lea v/ere to be appointed 
to work witn. him by the Fisnch Advisory Commission - and it v/as 
hoped - by pho American and Russian authorities. In addition to 
collecting evidence, the members of this group were to advise 
the legal authorities on scientific points involved in the pros¬ 
ecution of the perpetrators. 

The meeting on July 31st also considered that a general 
survey of all the German proceedings of the sort under discussion 
should eventually be written. It was recommended that Wing- 
Commander J.V/.R.THOM?SON( Canada) should be asked to undertake the 
editing of this survey, in view of his intimate aoquaintanoe with 
all the previous work, and that the Canadian authorities should 
be approached in order to obtain his sex vices. 




of Minutes of a Meeting at the Pasteur Institute 


on August 1st, 19A' 


It was agreed that the title of the proposed body should 
be called: 


The INTERNATIONAL SCIENTIFIC COMMISSION 
(abbreviated title I. S. C( i7. C.)) 

and that no communication should be made to the Press regarding 
its proceedings. 


(b) Letter dated August 9th, 1946, from Professor S, 


Dean of 


to the Research Officer, U.N.W.C.C 


"I've just got baok from a meeting in Paris connected 
with the investigation of war orimes of a medical nature which 
is the particular suDject of interest to you. 

"This committee which so far is informal was convened by 
F.I.A.T. to look into information which they had acquired in 
their ordinary work, ,/e met first in Frankfurt and secondly 
in Paris. A considerable amount of information is now avail¬ 
able and the Government of France has appointed offioiallv a 
committee of scientific-men to act on a proposed Commission* 
The British and American Governments are now to be asked to 
do the same, and if such a scientific commission is set up 
it will, I assume, be placed within the authority of the 
United Nations war Crimes Commission. Group Captain 
Somerhough of the Jar Crimes Commission*has the natter in 
hand to place before the Advocate General and I think it 
should be before you soon.•*." 


Squadron-Leader Somerhough is an offical of the 
War Crimes Sseticn, Legal Staff, of the B.A.O.R. 
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Medical - LwftJ. Heating at the Pa"t°"~ Tn«*i tut,*. 
August 1st, 194&* ' 


FRENCH 

.ti'Ui casor nefW nliGHCUA, 
President, Scientific Committee 
of P*nt<nir Trntituto, Paris. 

Professor H. SMWNET, 

Professor of Physiology, 

Alfort College, Paris* 

Lieutenant P* Tchemia, 

Liaison Reoherches, 

Navy Department, Paris. 


Professor R. Piedelievru, 
Professor of Legal Medicine, 
Paris Faculty of Medicine* 

Professor R* Peline, 

Pasteur Institute, 

Paris* 


(The above are members of French Commission of 
Investigation on Scientific War Crimes )• 

BRITISH 


Professor Sydney Smith, 
Professor of Forensic Medicine, 
University of Edinburgh. 

Wing Commander J.W.R. Thompson, 
F.I.A* T.(British), 

Frankfurt, B.A.O.R. 

U*S*A* 

Director A.O. IVY, 

Special Consultant, Secretary 
of War, War Crimes Branoh(U.S.) 

Major J*G.Dowoll, 

U*S*Arc\y nar Grimes Group, 
A.P.O. 633 • 


Group Captain A*G.C. Somerhough, 
R. A. F.Legal Branch, War Crajaes 
Section, H.Q., B.A.O.R* 

Major A.K.Mant, 

Vfor Grimes Investigation Unit# 
H.Q., B.4*0.R. 


James M.McHoney, 

Office of U.S.Chief of Counsel* 
APO 124--A, Nuremberg* Germany# 


(c) Letter dated Auroist 21st. 19 Uo, from Brigadier-General Telford 
Taylor* Deputy Chief of Counsel* U. S*A#» to Colonel Sprinrcea. 

United States Qoramissionur on the U.N.W.C.C. 

"For the past few months, a section of the Subsequent 
Proceedings Division of the Office of United States Chief of 
Counsel has been investigating medical experiments on human 
beings performed by Nasi dootors* Our present plan is to inst* 
ituto proceedings against a group of these doctors in the eirly 
fall. 

"The French Government has appointed a committee of scientists 
to investigate and report on medical war crimes. Representat¬ 
ives of the United States and British Governments attended a 
meeting of this committee at the Pasteur Institute in Paris on 
31st July and 1st August* It was suggested that the United 
States, British and Russian Governments appoint similar 
committees to work in conjunction with the French as an inter¬ 
national commission* The purpose of this commission is the 
preparation and publication of a report dealing with Nazi 
medical war crimes, primarily for the information of the 
medical world* A sub-committee, one member from each country 
is to be appointed to assist in. the prosecution of doctors 
implicated in such criminal acts* 




* 


* 



"As you onn see from the above, the activities of the french 
committee or of the international commission, when it is formed, 
are not under the supervision of'the subsequent Proceedings 
Division,# A member of our staff attended the meeting in Paris 
in order to gain the assistance of the committee and to offer 
our co-operation, 

"Wo cue very anxious to obtain the benefit of any research by 
the U.N.w.C.u. on medical war orimes. While some of ■•‘he 
Commission*s material ins come to our attention, wo wouua apprec¬ 
iate your sending to us at your earliest convenience a full set 
of the reports and documents on-this subject. If necessary, we 
can send an attorney to London to 'consult' with the appropriate 
officials of the Commission." 


The effect of these documents is that the desire of this Commission 
for a general survey, to be compiled by a qualified rapporteur, has 
been anticipated, and that the required survey has, in fact, been 
undertaken by the "I.S.C.(v/.C. )"• 

With regard to the first and fourth paragraphs of General Telford 
Taylor's letter of August 21st, announcing the opening of trials of 
a group of German doiptors in the early autumn and asking for reports 
and documents from the U.N.W.C.C.'s files, a selection of documents 
has-been ffirwarded to the United States Commissioner for transmiss¬ 
ion to the "Subsequent Proceedings Committee "• In view of the 
approachirtg prosecutions, it would be appreciated if any National 
Offices possessing material of this description - even if it has 
already been embodied in charges filed with the Commission - should 
send it immediately to the Research Office, or to the United States 
Commissioner, for transmission to General Telford.Taylor# 

The Expectation, expressed in ProfesscJr Sydney Smith's letter 
of August 9th,' that the natter -would be placed within the authority 
of the United Nations 'War Crimes Commission may not be, realised! 
stops are, however, being taken, through thu British War Oii'ice(A.G. 

3 V/w) with the object of ensuring that the U.N.'W.C.O. shall.be kept 
informed of further developments. 










C, 224 

September 


UNITED EATIOi.S JAR CRIMES OM.IISSION 

MATERIAL CONCERNING GERMAN GENERAL STAFF 
_AM) HIGH OQr.-g.iAHD_ 


In viev of some prosecutions w.iich are expected 
to follo-v the Nuremberg trial it would be 
appreciated if National Offices would send immediately 
any material incriminating officers of the General 
Staff or Higher Command, which they possess, to 
the Researcli Office foi tlic information of Mr. 
Wiederman. of tie Subnequ^wt proceedings Committee, 
who will be in London for the next few days. 
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Sentember 2.1S 


UNITED ilATIQi.S 'JAR CRIMES COi.lIISSION 


MATERIAL OOKCGRMNG GERMAN GENERAL STAFF 
_ AND HIGH COMMAND_ 


In view of some prosecutions which are expected 
to follow the Nuremberg trial it would be 
appreciated if National Offices would send immediately 
any material incriminating officers of the General 
Staff or Higher Command, which they possess, to 
the Research Office for the information of Mr, 
Niederman, of the Subsequent proceedings Committee, 
who will be in London, for the next few days. 


I 
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UKIiim nATIONS WAR CRIMES 


COMMISSION 


Letter to Lord '/right from Cora.vj.icr’ Mouton. 


Ref. Viila/ljl 


10th September,iy4b. 


Notification of the surrender of War Criminals 


Dear Lord Wright* 

May I once more submit to your kind consideration 
the following question. 

I have some reason to doubt, whether the names of 
alleged war criminals* appearing on the U.N.W.C.C. lists who have 
since been found and have been surrendered to the countries by whom 
they are wanted* are duly circulated to all authorities concerned. 

It occurred to me that if this supposition were right, 
much valuable time might be wasted by those who are willing to assist 
the national teams and have not been duly informed* that the oriminal 
has been found,, 

If all organisations worked properly and efficiently 
this would not happen, but in view of the all-round shortage of man¬ 
power .and the enormous figures of listed war-criminals I would not be 
surprised if these omissions should occur. 

I believe that a useful purpose would be served if the 
National Offices would periodically report to the Commission names of 
surrendered war criminals and if the Commission could from time to 
time issue a list with these names and circulate it to the same auth¬ 
orities wno receive tne usual lists. 

These lists of war criminals surrendered would serve as 
a correction for the usual lists and would be helpful in avoiding un¬ 
necessary work. 

I will leave it to your better judgment whether this 
subject should be discussed at one of the next meetings of our Comm¬ 
ission. 


Yours sincerely, 

Sgd: ( M.ff.Mouton) 

The Netherlands Representative 
on the 

United Nations War Crimes 
Commission. 
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UNITED NATIONS WAR CRESS CO''-MISSION. 


Memorandum on Reports received of War Casualty Fij^ores 


INDEX: 


in the Western Hemisphere* 


l a Summary of and notes on data so far received* 

2# Summary sheets: A - Military War Casualties 

B - Civilian " " 

C - Partisan " " 

D - Genocido War Casualties 
E - Summary Sheet 


3* Government Reports: 


1* Australia 14* Italy 


2* Belgium 
3* Brazil 


15* Luxembourg 

x 

16# Netherlands 


4* Bulgaria 
5o Canada 


17* Nevr Zealand 
x 

18* Norway 


6/22 Colonies 19* Poland 

x 

7o Czechoslovakia 20* Roumania 


8* Denmark 

9* Prance 

10* Germany & 
Austria 


11* Greece 


12. Hungary 
13« India 


21* South Africa 


22* United Kingdom 
23* United States 


24* U.S.S.R. 
25. Yugoslavia 


Certified copy* 
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SIMIAHY OF /JO NOTES ON DATA SO FAR RECEIVED 


1, ,Subject to the detailed notes on individual repui’ts set out 

bolow, the provisional totals for casualties are:- 

(i) War killed. 9,837,156 

(ii) Genocide victims.*# 11,992,741 


Total 21,829,897 

(For full details vide folios A - E ) 

In the light of the deficiencies noted in 2(i.i) below, the 
figures of ten million war killed and twelve million genocide 
viotiras quoted by the Attorney would qppear to be conservative. 

2. In view of the differences in the form and details of the various 
reports received the following notes and table of deficiencies are 
appended. 

(i) 3* Brazil ( uncertified) : A includes merchant naval crews 

" B " passengers on ships 

5# Canada " A includes casualties incurred 

during training. 

6. Colonies (White Paper): A is estimated breakdown between 

Western and Eastern theatres. 














































vide folios A - D 



2 3 4 5 

Confirmed killed Estimated killed Missing Totals 


A Military 

7,970,270 

205,000 

921,845 

9,097,115 

B Civilian 

626,423 

70,000 

7,118 

703,541 

0 Partisan 

26,390 

- 

10,110 

36,500 

Total Jar Casualties 
(A + B + 0) 

8,623,083 

275,000 

939,073 

9,837,156 

D (Genocide victims 

11,97*, 7W 

— 

20,000 

11,992,7a 

TOTALS A + B + C + D 

20,595,824 

275,000 

959,073 

21,829,897 


Notes; Oolol- For full figures so^ folios A - D and folios 1-25 

therein referred to- 

Cole2o For detailed breakdown see folios 1-25 

Col«3" Figures at A consist of provisional totals for the 
UoS^A* and the Colonies^ U.SaNaval Casualty report 
is not yet available and the colonial casualties in 
the Yfestem Hemisphere are not differentiated from 
total casualties given in folio 22c Figures for B . 
include the following estimates for air raid aid. 
battle casualties: 

Italy: 50,000 

Mediterranean 
countries 20,000 



CASUALTIES 


- 5 

ivHLITAH3f MR 
^WESTERN. HEMISPHERE 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


8 

9 

10 
11 

* 

12 

13 

14 

15 

M 

16 


Country 

Killod 

Wounded 


Ps.ff. 


AUSTRALIA 

11,168 

16,337 

895 

7,938 

! 

BELGIUM 

10,528 

- 

1,626 

- 


BRAZIL 

1,526 

2,791 

- 

- 


BULGARIA 

8,337 

22,958 

9,155 

- 


CANADA 

25,602 

53,395 

10,336 

• 


>2 COLONIES 

i 

5, 100 
(5,ooo) 


- 

- 


CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

5,158 

4,196 

- 

- 


DENMARK 

37 

74 

- 

- 


FRANCE 

295,000 

200,000 

- 

- 


GERMANY & AUSTRIA 


3,AO0,000 

- 

- 


GREECE 


- 

- 

- 


HUNGARY 


65,296 

- 

- 


INDIA 


- 

- 

- 


ITALY 


124,110 

145.- 6a ■ 



LUXEMBOURG 

3,500 

1,000 




NETHERLANDS 

6,000 ' 

1 

1 

- 

l 




Totals 


3%338 


40,450 


( 9054) 


3,710,790 


165,653 


N.B. Figures in brackets are provisional; vide 
folio E, col*3» 

Figures in left hand column indioate folio nos. 
of the relevant reports. 


* indicates that the report is a certified oopy. 



















-- 1 

Country 

Killed 

■ 

(founded 

Missing 

Fs.W. 

1 

Totals 

17 

NEW ZEALAND 

10,788 

19,345 



— 

X 







18. 

NORWAY 

5,590 

- 

- 

«• 


19 

POLAND 

71,143 

151,499 

2*20,760 

• 


X 







20 

ROUHANIA 

93,232 

327,294 

332,075 

- 


21 

SOUTH AFRICA 

7,214 

14,627 

29 

14,554 

36,424 

22 

UNITED KINGDOM 

234,475 

260,548 

2,780 

135,009 



Women 

624 

744 

18 

20 



Home Gui 

rd 1,206 

557 

- 

- 



M. Navy 

30,248 

4,707 

530 

5,720 


23 

U.S.A. 

( 200 , 000 ) 





24 

U. S.S.R. 

3 , 500,000 

- 

1 

- 


25 

YUGOSLAVIA 

305,000 

— 

- 

■ ■ 

- 




4,259,480 


756,192 





5,710,790 


165,653 


* 



7,970,270 







( 200 , 000 ) 







( 5 , 000 ) 






1 

37175,270 


921,845 


1 


( 9056 ) N.B. Figures in brackets are provisional; vide 

folic E, col» 3e 

Figures in left hand column indioate folio nos* 
of the relwu't reports. 

x indicates that the report is a certified oopy* 
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&*?,... CASUALTIES 

... HEMISPHERE 


Country 

- f 

Killed 

Wounded 

Missing 

Ps«W. 

Totals* 

AUSTRALIA 






BELGIUM 

14,552 

23,101 

- 

1 


BRAZIL 

| 502 

«• 

1 

- 


BULGARIA 

3 , 002 *. 

1,974 

- 

mm 


CANADA 






COLONIES 






CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

887 

7,903 

- 

m 


DENMARK 






PRANCE 

150,000 

100,000 

*• 



GERMANY & AUSTRIA 

330,000 

430,000 

- 

- 


GREECE 



VIDE A 



W 

HUNGARY 

46,000 

- 

- 

- 


INDIA 






ITALY 

( 50 , 000 ) 

- 

- 

m 


LUXEMBOURG 

764 

- 

- 

- 


mediterranean 

( 20 , 000 ) 

- 

- 

- 


NETHERLANDS 

17#000 

- 


— 



562,709 

(70,000) 


(9051*.) 
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Country 

a t 

Killed 

Wounded 

Missing 

Ps.W. 

Totals 

NET;/ ZEALAND 

NORWAY 

POLAND 

BOUMANIA 

SOUTH AFRICA 

’INITBD KINGDOM 

U.S.A. 

U.S.S.R. 

YUGOSLAVIA 

(9056) 





1 1 1 

1,000 

- 

VIDE D 

- 


2,119 

1 

7,245 

7,118 

mm 


60,595 

86,182 

- 





VIDE n 





, VIDE D 








63,714- 
562,709 _ 

626,423 
, 70 , 000 ) 


7,118 

N.B. Figures 
provisio 

1 

n brackets c 
k.il j vide fo] 

re 

io E col 3 













































(9056) 




































KESTKICTKD. 


C. 227. 

l°th September 1 


UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION. 


Tho Provisions of the Draft Peace Treaties 


regarding War Criminals. 


I 

Suggestions adopted sy the Cor.ii.dsnion on 
, 18th September, 19A6. 


The United Nations War Crimes Commission has had the opportunity of 
examining the provisions regarding the apprehension and surrender of v/ar 
crininals, contained in the Draft Peace Treaties vith Italy (Art,38), 
v/ith Roumanin, (Art. 6), v/ith Bulgaria, (Art.5), with Hungary (Art.5), 
and v/ith Finland (.Art. 9). 

While net expressing an opinion on the problem of the prosecution 
of nationals of the Allied and Associated Powers accused of having 
violated their national lav/ by treason or collaboration v/ith the enemy 
during the war, the United Nations War Crimes Commission presents to its 
Member Governments for consideration its views on the provisions of the 
Peace Treaties dealing v/ith v/ar crininals. 

Tho Draft Treaties lay upon the ox-enenrg governments a duty to take 
"the necessary steps" to ensure the apprehension and surrender for trial 
of the persons concerned. In the opinion cf the United Nations War 
Crimes Commission, the general expression "to take the necessary steps" 
might seem to leave the task of apprehension and surrender of the war 
criminals in practice to the discretion of the cx-enemy governments,' 

Considering that the provisions regarding v/ar criminals in the 
five Peace Treaties will, at least to a certain extent, create a, pre¬ 
cedent for future arrangements, particularly for those with Germany and 
Japan, the United Nations War Crimes Commission is of the opinion that 
it would be most valuable if the Articles of the Draft Peace Treaties, 
which arc quoted abovo, could be supplemented in such a way as to take 
account cf the following points: 

1. The provisions of Art.38 of the Draft Peace Treaty v/ith Italy 
(and the corresponding provisions of the four other treaties) might 
'/rail be made applicable notwithstanding any proceedings or prosecution 
before a court of the ex-enemy country. An express provision to this 
effect was contained in .art,228 of tho Peace Treaty of Versailles. 

2. Tho ox-enonpr government should be required to comply ’with all 
requests of the United Nations Government concerned relating to the 
identification, discovery, apprchr-nnlnn, arrest and surrender of the 
accused persons, and to keep the United Nations Government concerned tully 
and promptly informed of the manner in which effect is being given to 

its request. 

3. The provisions of paragraph 2 of the respective Articles of tho 
Draft Peace Treaties dealing with the question of witnesses to be made 
available by the cx-enciiy government should be supplemented by a 
provision corresponding to Art. 230 of tho Peace Treaty of Versailles 
and the ex-<inony government should undertake to disclose and produce 
any records or documents or other evidence, the production of which may 
be*considered necessary to secure full knowledge of the acts with which 
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tho accused are charged, and to assist in any other way in which 
assistance my bo required. 

4. In the opinion of the United Nations War Crimes Commission, there 
should be soi.ju provisions sal'jguax'ding the loyal and conscientious 
collaboration of tho officials of the o::-enciy State, who will ba 
responsible for the execution of the provisions of the Treaties, The 
oX-wnoNiy go ve ronent should una. rt.-j-e to law and enforoc legislation 
making it a penal offence: 

(a) to obstruct the execution of the foregoing provisions or 
to fail to comply with any direction relating thereto; 

(b) to aid or abet a person whose surrender has been demanded 
in evading apprehension or surrender; 

(c) to destroy or conceal documentary evidence, to impede or 
obstruct the calling or examination of witnesses; 

(d) to incite another person to resist in any way the 
provisions concerning the apprehension and surrender of 
such persons; 

(e) for any ex-ener.y official to prosecute or punish any 
person for having reported to the authorities or agencies 
of any of the United Nations, any evasion of, or 
resistance to tho foregoing provisions, 

5, Under the Draft Treaties any disagreement concerning the 
application of tho provisions will be referred to the Diplomatic 
Envoys of the Groat Powers concerned at the capital of the ox-enemy 
State, 

The Commission suggests tliat with regard to demands for the 
apprehension and surrendor of accused persons, a. difference could be 
made between the apprehension of accused persons on the one hand and 
their surrender for trial on the other. While the surrender, in the 
ovont of disagreement, should remain dependent on the decision of the 
Ambassadors, tho apprehension of wanted persons by the enery government 
should be compulsory, and the latter should not bo entitled to leave 
the accused person at large until the decision of the Ambassadors has 
been given. The Commission therefore suggests that whenever the 
surrender of a person is asked for by a United Nations Government, the 
person concerned shou’d be apprehended and kept in custody until such 
time us the Ambassadors reach agreement with regard to the difficulty, 

Tho Commission trusts that the abovo suggestions will be taken 
into favourable consideration by tho governments of the United 
Nations, 
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'JNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION. 


ERRATUM 

C.228 


In Doc. C.228, page 2, the 8th line of the last 
paragraph, (line 20 from the bottom), the word 
"aggressive" should read "aggrieved", the sentence to 
read as follows: 

" But even before the Pact of Paris, punishments 
were inflicted, or at least intended by the aggrieved 
nations, against those who had inflicted on them the 
evil of aggressive war, " 












C. 228 

20th September 1946 


UNITED HATTONS 'VAR CRIMES COMMISSION 

Further Notes on the Punishment of War Criminals 


under International Law. 


By 

Lord //right 


The present paper, which is a supplement to 
the author's article "War Crimes under 
International Law", published in (62) The Law 
Quarterly Review, January 1946, pp.40 et sec, 
is circulated by the Secretariat for the 
convenience of Members, 


About the end of last year I wrote an article on War Crimes under 
Inte national Law, which was published last January in London, in the 
Law Quarterly Review, It was written at a time before the Tribunal, new 
operating in Tokyo, was established, but though it dealt specifically 
with the Charter of the Nuremberg Tribunal, it dealt with general 
principles common both to that charter and to the charter of the Tokyo 
Tribunal, which seem to me to embody existing international law on the 
subjeot. Since then, with further experience and reflection, I have 3een 
no reason to change the views which I expressed but I have thought it not w 
without interest to add some supplementary observations and to deal 
with some difficulties and objections which have occurred to me as a 
result of subsequent consideration. 

It seems to me that a fundamental fallacy of the opponents, whom 
appear- to be vigorous and numerous, of the scheme outlined in these 
charters is the attempt to obliterate the distinction between just and 
unjust war. That distinction was well-established for many generations 
from mediaeval times and was treated as flowing from natural lav/ which I 
think has never meant more than the innate sense of right and wrong 
possessed by all decent-minded human beings. It was sometimes 
supported by the precepts of the universal Church. But, at a later period, 
there was introduced a concept of the sovereignty of the individual 
state and that was carried in the 17 th and 18th centuries to • 
some lengths. In more reoent times, and particularly in the end of the 
last oentury and in the beginning of this century, the doctrine of 
sovereignty was used to nullify this distinction between the justice 
or injustice of war. It was said that it was part of the sovereignty 
of every nation to wage war for any purpose, and in any manner, however 
atrooious, whioh appeared to it to be desirable to achieve the purpose 
of overcoming the opposing power. Thi3 may well appear to the moralist 
a diabolical idea, but there may be some who think it proof of the 
strength and validity of law that it refuses to find sanctions to 
correct and punish the most atrocious conduct. Such a mental or moral 
attitude may even perhaps be sometimes discerned in the views and 
arguments put forward by those who say that there i° no distinction 
between just and unjust v/ar. It would bo easy to find very strenuous 
opposition to that view, for instance, if I may refer to some of the 
greatest writers on International Law of the present generation, I 
should point to authorities like Professor Kel3en, Professor Lauterpaucht 
Professor Goodhart, Professor Quincy Wright and many other authorities. 

One of the troubles of arriving at a definition of International Law 
Rules is that writers in their study, often removed from the realities 
of life, have expressed so many diverse views, hich cannot be reconciled 
that the student may turn away in disgust and say that there is no law 
at all, but International Lav/ does not depend upon the irresponsible 
views of theoretical wTiters. It is to be found rather in International 
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UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION 


Further Notes on the Punishment of War Criminals 


under International Law . 

Lorn w right 


The present paper, which is a supplement to 
the author's article "War Crimes under 
International Lav/", published in (62) The Law 
Quarterly Review, January 1946, pp,40 et seo, 
is circulated by the Secretariat for the 
convenience of Members, 


About the end of la3t year I wrote an article on War Crimes under 
Inte national Law, which was published last January in London, in the 
Law Quarterly Review, It was written at a time before the Tribunal, now 
operating in Tokyo, was established, but though it dealt specifically 
with the Charter of the Nuremberg Tribunal, it dealt with general 
principles common both to that charter and to the charter of the Tokyo 
Tribunal, which seem to me to embody existing international law on the 
subject. Since then, with further experience and reflection, I have seen 
no reason to change the views which I expressed but I have thought it not w 
without interest to add some supplementary observations and to deal 
with some difficulties and objections which have occurred to me as a 
result of subsequent consideration. 

It seems to me that a fundamental fallacy of the opponents, whom 
anpear to be viporous and numerous of the scheme outlined in these 
ohartcrr! is the attempt to obliterate the distinction between just and 
unjust war. That distinction was well-established for many geuexatioua 
from mediaeval times and was treated as flowing from natural law which I 
think has never meant more than the innate sense of right and wrong 
possessed by all decent-minded human beings. It was sometimes 
supported by the preoepts of the universal Church, But, at a later period, 
there was introduced a concept of the sovereignty of the individual 
state and thet was carried in the 17 th and 18th centuries to : 
some lengths. In more recent times, and particularly in the end og the 
last century and In the beginning of this century, the doctrine of 
sovereignty was used to nullify this distinction between the justice 
or injustice of war. It was said that it was part of the sovereignty 
of every nation to wage war for any purpose, and in any manner, however 
atrooious, which appeared to it to be desirable to achieve the purpose 
of overcoming the opposing power. Thi3 may well appear to the moralist 
a diabolical idea, but there may be some wno trunk it proof of the 
strength and validity of law that it refuses to find sanctions to 
correot and punish the most atrocious conduct. Such a mental or moral 
attitude may even perhaps be sometimes discerned in the view3 and 
arguments put forward by those who say that theri- is so distinction 
between just and undust war. It would be easy to find very strenuous 
opposition to that view, x’or instance, if I may refer to some of the 
greatest writers on International Law of the present generation, 1 
shculd point to authorities like Professor Kelsen, Professor Lauterpaucht 
Professor Goodhart, Professor Quincy Wright and many other authorities. 

One of the troubles of arriving at a definition of International Law 
Rules is that writers in their study, often removed from the realities 
of life, have expressed so many diverse views, which cannot be reconciled 
that the student may turn away in disgust and 3ay that there i3 no law 
at all, but International Law does not depend upon the irresponsible 
views of theoretical writers. It is to be found rather in International 
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declarations, conventions, treaties, and practice' 5 of the notions, 
to say nothing of the moral consensus of human beings in the . orId, 
and the decisions of competent courts, 

I have quoted more than once the language of the Fourth 
Hague Convention of 1907 which bases the law squarely on the moral 
eontimeul and the bollcf iu justice uuJ in the humane conduct of 
mankind. The langu 5 'g of the Preamble states as its fundamental basis, 
the principle that the civil populations of the bt 1 ligerents remain under 
the protection of the lav.-s of war derived from the principles of 
morality and humane conduct: to this I would add the treaties or 
conventions which emenate from these principles, as evidencing what 
these usages, laws, and practises are. Human nature revolts.at 
the idea that it does not matter whether a war is just or unjust 
but the issue has been clarified and made precise by various International 
Treaties and conventions preceding and following the Hague Convention to 
which I have referred. On the study of these, it cannot in my opinion, 
be said that on this matter International Law is left fluid or unoertain, 

I refer, in particular, to the Pact of Paris of 19.28, which has rendered 
obsolete a great many conflicting opinions delivered by writers on 
International Law. The Pact of Paris was a solemn treaty (that must 
never be forgotten) ; it is none the worse because its language is clear 
and uncompromising; entered into by sixty-one na,iond including all the 
belligerents in the war just ended and these nations categorically 
and precisely renounced war as an instrument if policy. Aggressive 
war i 3 an instrument of policy not an instrument of self-defence; any 
nation ’which initiates an aggressive war is thus violating an International 
Rule embodied in a treaty, a treaty binding within the nations that 
were parties to it, which also load the result of making war an evil and 
forbidden thing. Those leaders whe were responsible in their several 
nations for violating that law and for bringing about the evil thing were 
thus as responsible in International Law as would be tliose violating one of 
the particular laws of war, which are now so familiar, and have been 
embodied in the various International Conventions and are evidenced by 
the instances of the punishment of those who have committed such 
offences in tile last war. That part of International Law is recogtiacd 
to be clear and precise in attributing responsibility to particular 
individuals. 

International Law becomes a definite and positive reality, both 
in its character and its consequences, when competent courts acting 
under it try individuals and sentence them to punishments which are executed 
by competent authorities. It is said, however, although that may be true 
of particular violations of the rales of war, there aie no ouch 
instances of the trial or conviction, of people who have offended against 
the law laid down in the Pact of Paris, But even before the Pact of 
Paris, punishments were inflicted, or at least intended by the aggressive 
nations, against those who had inflicted on them the evil of aggre 33 ivo 
war. I refer to the banishment of Napolepn, first to Elba and then 
to St. Helena, for the aggressive wars tihich he had initiated. In tne 
same way in 1?18, at the end of the war. it ’was intended to take 
prooccdir.gc against the German ex-Kaiser and that intention was 
embodied in Article 227 of the Treaty of Versailles, It is tr^e that 
plain language was evaded b the somewhat theoretical language w ini oh 
was there used. The treaty proclaimed that the ex-Kaiser should be 
arraigned for a supreme offence against International morality and the 
sanctity of treaties and provided ±u± this trial by an copec:~<.lly 
appointed tribunal of the allied rud associated powers. That, trial was 
never held because the Dutch Government refused to surrender the 
accused man to the allies, he having found shelter in Holland. Rather 
than 3tart a fresh war, the allies abandoned their intention, just as 
tliey abandoned their intention to try the various war criminals themselves 
and left them to be tiled by the Leipzig Court, with the consequences 
that are so well-known, but the principle that an ujust war, or war 
of agression, is unlawful, was clearly recognised by these two instances 
and indeed was recognised in the various provisions of the Treaty of 
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Versailles, \7hich provided for reparations; liability to make 
reparation is piep^j. to iiie-gc-lit,y. I think, tncrelore, that there are 
clear precedents for the rule that it is an unlawful act (se crime) 
to start and wage an aggressive war, It has indeed been long held by 
humanity that ho who dees such a tiring ie guilty of a supreme 
offence. In the words of the poet "he shuts the gates of meroy on 
mankind". The „orld would indeed oe snocked, if, those who are 
responsible for the evils and atrocities either in the war in the Far 
East or In tb* war In Europe, should enoape soot-free, especially in 
view if the treaties which they were instrumental in breaking and of the 
general condemnation of hunanity, 

I think the difficulty which so many people fcwl about the- system 
of punishing war criminals is due to the, failure to appreciate that there 
is such a system as that of military courts for tlie punishment of war 
criminals. The nature and the jurisdiction on such courts have long been 
established in International Law and the law which they enforce is the 
law of v/ar crimes. This has now been largely systemized and codified 
in Conventions, the object of which is to prevent or punish atrocious and 
inhumane conduct on the part of the belligerents. The appropriate court 
for the punishment of offences of that sort is the military court. 

This is a court which is established by the order of tlie Commander-in- 
Chief, generally at the end of war, but, in appropriate oases, during its 
progress. The Commander-in-Chief is authorized by International Law, 
not only to establish such a court but to determine its constitution, 
to appoint its members, to prescribe the rules of law which it is to 
apply and to revise its decisions. This is a wide paver which is 
vested in the Commandcr-in-Chief. It will be notioed that it is a 
power to be exercised by tlie victorious side, as is generally inevitable, 
especially in the conditions now existing, and, to that extent, may 
be said to suffer from the disadvantage of possibly being ne-sided, 
but it is an impartial judicial court which is lawfully established and 
the judges are trusted to act judicially and to do what is right and 
according to law, subject only to the revising discretion of the 
appointing commander. This is the system which has been and is being 
widely applied at the end of this war by tlx- victorious nations in 
puniainng war on, 'maid. Th«- pcw<o 'Vty be -buael but, in my experience 
and observation, the jue. 6 eo u^vu shown tnemselves anxious, perhaps over¬ 
anxious, to act within the appropriate rules of vrr and to deliver 
impartial justice. It only leads to confusion to treat such a court 
as if it were bound b the methods and procedure and law of the 
ordinary common la:, or oivil law court. It is a special court, 
administering the special law which it is formed to administer. It 
functions before tile eyes of the whole world. It may be said 
securus judicot orbis terrarum. 

In much the same way, tnough the analogy is not precisely 
oomplete the Prize Courts, which arc usually established duiing a 
naval war, are partial in the sense that they are oreated and their 
judges appointed by one side; but all ihc same tluoji generally act 
judicially and apply the laws of Prize and the procedure customary in 
prize cases which are markedly dis+inrt nnd different from the laws 
administered, in tlie -rdinary courts. Such courts have been appointed 
from time to time for centuries. Their jurisdiction docs not generally 
extend to personal punishment, such as death or imprisonment, but it 
does extend to the penalty of confiscation of the offenders' property; 
in their case, the jurisdiction depends on the property having been 
captured at sea and brought into the custody of the prize court of 
tlie opposing belligerent forces. The Prize Court too, like the 
military court, is not, as a rule, a standing court but is instituted 
from time to tine during, or at the end of the war, as circumstances 
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require and by a special commission. When it is clearly understood that 
the lav.’ of war crimes is a lav,- of its own kind, established by 
generations of usage and International Conventions, many of the 
difficulties and criticisms which are heard now would seen to be 
inappropriate and fallacious. 'That, lio.;ever, that lav/' must achieve is the 
execution of justice according to law. This law of ■ *ar crimes is of 
course something different from martial lav, which is the lav/ 
excroioaolu by an army against its own members fux bleaches of discipline 
and the like. Although the rules of the law of -/ar crimes are different 
in many respects from those of the ordinary civil or criminal courts 
of peace, a •Military court is bound by its own law, that is, by the 
rules of International law which have been established and which are 
now well-known, admittedly at least in the case of what I call the 
war crimes stricto sensu, or conventional war crimes. The'difficulty which 
has been recently felt in some quarters has referred to the prosecution 
before such courts of the governing authorities of the conquered state 
for acts such as initiating or waging an unjust v/ar. At the basis, 
however, of that class of charges is the distinction which, as I have 
already pointed out, some have sought to obliterate, between just and 
unjust or aggressive v/ar and I cannot help but think that many of those 
who have discussed this problem have gone back to earlier pronouncements 
antecedent to the pact of Paris, and the numerous other Conventions 
which are familiar to all students of International Law, some of which 
hafce expressly referred to the initiation or waging of unjust war as 
a crime, as indeed it is in the strict sense of that v/ord. But whether 
it is called a crime, or not, the substantial point is that it is a 
breaoh of the specific and binding treaty between practically all the* 
nations of the world, the express object and terms of which were to 
outlaw v/ar, I regard these international agreements as declaratory of 
the existing lav/ and as giving it a positive place of status. It is true 
that the treaty as such only binds the nations which are parties to it 
but, if it renders the waging of unjust war a crime, then, on familiar 
principles, the agents in tne particular states who are responsible 
under the constitutional system prevailing in that state for leading 
the nation into war, oannot escape personal and individual liability for 
what they iiave done. in. that a.^ot, this is a liability independent 
of, and additional to, tne litubixxty oi Uie treaty breaking nation. 

The principle of individual liability has always been recognised 
in military courts. It is apparent in the ordinary v/ar crimes, that 
those who do the acts are personally liable and equally there is no 
logical or moral justification for applying any different rule in the 
case of the more generalized crimes chargeable against the leaders 
of the unjust belligerent nation. The Pact is not a scrap of paper. 

Indeed its effect lias been recognised in the sanctions applied under 
it it* the casco of China and Abyssinia. I have already referred to the 
principle of the sovereignty of nations and I fully accept the importance 
of maintaining the freedom of independent sovereign states; but that is 
a freedom which must be regulated by the like freedom of other independent 
states who ore entitled to resist unlawful aggressions against their 
own freedom and independence and when the aggressive state goes beyond 
its own boundary and its own domestic affairs in order to interfere with 
the freedom and independence of jther sovereign states,so that the latter 
are entitled to resist and punish the aggressor, it is cle*ar to me that 
the doctrine of the independent sovereignty of the wrongdoer no longer 
applies and equally that the concept of sovereignty cannot be 
invoked to protect those members of the aggressor state who are 
personally guilty of leading the nation into the criminal courses which 
involve the trouble. To my mind, it is immaterial that, frem the point 
of view of the aggressor state, the conduct of these men can be described as ‘ 
being acts of state, whatever that may mean. That conoept of acts of 
states is submerged m and is incumbent with the concept of 
international irirne and individual responsibility of international 


criminals, Sonic advocate ..f the doctrine of sovereignty have 
gone so far as to say tlv t every act of a military commander, or 
indeed of a soldier, which involves infringement of the lavs of war, 
is an act of state and cannot be proceeded against even though the 
delinquent has been captured and has fallen into the hands of the 
other belligerent state. This is indeed a reductio ad absurdum 
of the doctrine of the act of state. I can gind no real authority 
for any such theory. It has indeed been put forward by certain 
writers on Intern tional Law, but it does not aeem to me to be 
capable of being regarded as a principle f lav;; it is merely the 
arbitrary enunciation of an abstract political dogma. Professor 
hauterpaucht, has cited instances from early writers on the lavs of war, 
including Grotius, who lvrve stated q ite plainly the principle 
of responsibility of those who have infringed those laws if they fall 
into the hands of the injured state, and, so far ns practice 
goes, such offences have been and are being, constantly punished 
under the judgements of military courts. It would be idle to multiply 
instances but, as I write this today, I cannot help calling to mind 
hundreds of trials, convictions, and executions of Germans or 
Japanese for war crimes. It has never seriously or effectually been 
treated as a defence to charges of that character that '/hat the 
criminal was doing was ai act of state, or one- which could ot be 
proceeded against by a military court or any court without the concent 
of his awn nation. If there were any validity in such a defence, it must 
have been raised and must have succeeded time raid again. It was indeed 
set up at the end of the first Great War -.hen the Germans contended 
that the various criminals who were charged could only be proceeded 
against cither in the Gentian Courts or with the consent of the Germans, 

We know what happened in the Beipzig Tribunal and toe futility of 
these proceedings; most of us would regret the weakness of the allies 
in abandoning by way of concession and departure from the express 
terms af the Versailles Treaty their right to try and punish the war 
criminals. The question of consent, is, however, of minor importance, 
considering that it generally happens, if there is an armistice, that 
there will be included in its terms, expressly or by implication, a 
term that the victorious nition is to be entitled to punish the war 
criminals which fall into its custody. 

So it was in the Versailles Treaty; no doubt some eoqaress term 
continuing the right to punish is necessary in a treaty of peace 
because generally the- right to try and punish war criminals ceases with 
the restoration of peace, but I think the idea that the belligerent 
state is not entitled to punish the war criminals, or is not entitled 
to punish them without the consent of their own people, is 
fallacious and without authority. Such an idea is no more than a ballon 
set up by a vanquished nation which seeks t«"> "void, fcf itself and its 
servants, the just penalty of their misdeeds. The fallacy of these 
ideas can, I think, best be tested by applying to them vhat I call the 
ordinary individual war crimes within, say the Hague Convention, There 
the individual responsibility of the wrongdoer is no much clearer in a 
practical and physical sense, that it seems impossible to trert such 
aots as being aots of state. It is, however, more plausible to 
describe the decisions of a monarch, or a prime minister and the 
members of his oabinet, arriving at a decision to initiate an unjust 
and aggressive war as acts of state because of the old superstition 
that the crime ceases to be a crime because done on a large scale with 
political motive3 and a3 nr. act of policy. The very language uf 
the Kellog-Briand Pact uses the phrase "renouncing war as an instrument 
of policy", which seems to be expressly directed against this super¬ 
stition which has long since been condemned by moralists or humane 
writers, for instance, one finds the phrase "necessity the tyrant’s 
plea" and indeed there is almost no crime, however atrocious or however 
immense in its operation, which right not be described as an act of 
policy. It seems to me that the whole aim .f International Lav/, in 
recent times, has been to ive a definite and positive shape to the 










to the moral concepts, which, in some quarters and in some periods, 
have been thought to fluid and indefinite to deserve the name -f 
positive lav;. To achieve that has been the aim of the conventions of 
the earlier years of this century and of such a treaty as the Kellog- 
Briand pact. Long before the initiation of this v/ar, either in 
Europe or the Par East the positive lav; which I have been propounding, 
was established. As I have said, many of the arguments which arc still 
heard, though less constantly and insistently now, against the views were 
stated before the Pact of Paris. It is indeed time to go back to 
Grotius and his followers for the fundamental principles. 

The strongest argument against the punishment of the war criminals 
either major or minor, is that men have not been punished previously 
for the particular offence. 

That argument completely fails as regards the minor criminals, 
those who are accused of war crimes stricto sensu, but it needs further 
consideration in the case of what I call the major criminals, such as 
monarohs, prime ministers, cabinet ministers, or the like, even though 
there are precedents which I have already re-referred to. Thus there is 
the case of Napoleon who was punished for what we call a major crime 
though by executive instead of judicial act and the case of Kaiser 
Wilhelm II, who was marked down for trial though, as I have observed, the 
trial never took place because the .allies had not, and could not, obtain 
custody of the accused. These are, in any event, precedents but, as I 
have attempted to show, the law is clear chough and responsible statesmen 
cannot pretend to be ignorant of what the law is, especially since the 
Kellog-Briand Pact, which is now nearly twenty years old. I can 
understand the statesmen and the generals asserting that there had so 
often been immunity allowed to such conduct that they were entitled to 
speculate on similar immunity when their time came. No doubt they 
said to themselves that they were certain to succeed; but they did not 
succeed and that possibility ought to have presented itself to their 
minds, and have led them to consider what their position might be if 
that happened, './hat is quite clear is that when they started the war, 
they were or should have been fully aware that they were committing a 
crime both at ordinary lav; and at International Law and they were really 
banking on what they thought was the absence of an efficient machinery 
to punish the criioe. If they had thought at all during the years in which 
they prepared for war and for the crime, they could not have failed to 
realize the enormity of their purpose and acts. The form in which the 
argument is sometimes put is that no man should be pirnished for an offence 
as to which he could not know at the time when he committed it that it was a 
punishable offence, I find it impossible to apply that idea to the 
q\ie«tion relating to these men. Of tile criminality of their conduct, 
there could be no doubt, and equally, it must have been apparent to them, 
beyond a doubt, that they were guilty of such criminality. Even if I were 
wrong in my view that the positive lav; announcing the crime and defining 
the criminality was in existence at all times material, at least the crimin¬ 
ality of wholesale murder and the like was apparent and all that was 
lacking was some precise enunciation of positive lav; and punishment; that 
defect could in my opinion^ be made good by subsequent declaration and 
clarification of the particular breach, of law and the punishment. If it were 
necessary, I could go further and say th't the definition of a clear and 
atrocious moral offence as being also an ffence of positive lav; can bd 
lawfully made by the competent oourt or legislature. This indeed is 
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the normal method of developing int-xu hiou..1 l.w uidi eAlends iLa 
boundaries on the principle of analogy just as the common law has done. 

Even drere the lav is codified, courts have to clear up ambiguities and 
fill up gape, 3ut, I tlu.uk the lav /as in existence nothing more is 
needed. Murder, I repeat, is the killing _f a human being without just¬ 
ification, either by oridnary la 7 er by international law of war, is a 
crime whatever the scale on which it is perpetrated or desired, and the 
motive which actuates tlio murder. The murderer my have his selfish reasons 
such as to get rid of a rival in love, or to get rid of some man who stands 
in the way of his ambition. There the motive is present and is singular 
and individual. It cannot be different because the murders are multiplied by 
hundreds, thousands, or mill inns, it is when the slaughter is due to the 
initiation of an unjust or aggressive war, or where the motive is what may be 
described as political, which means to satisfy the greed of individuals or 
a nation, or to satisfy the ambition of an individual, or a clique, or a 
nation. The character of murder is ot changed by the scale on which it is 
perpetrated, nor by the fact that the murderer does net, with his own hand, 
commit the deed, but does so by enlisting the agency of thousands, or even 
millions, of co-adjutors or instruments nor because the motive may from a 
particular point of view be described as patriotic. To my mind, a clearer 
analysis of idea ought to demonstrate the fallacy of attributing a sanctity or 
immunity tfc crimes on the ground that they are political. The truth is that 
what is then being substituted for justice and right conduct is simply 
what I call power p litios; power is substituted for right and that is a 
substitution 'which has been condemned by right thinkers through the 
history of the law, +It is true that the dark forces often prevail and power 
is treated as the only thing to be considered. It is clearly the object 
of the ordinary law of civilized countries to drive out the predominance 
of power and substitute right, the same principle a/plies in the dealings 
of nations inter sc, I have often been puzzled why so much of the writing 
on International Law should sometimes show, or appear to show, an opposite 
tendency, and to remove international affairs into a sphere in which ideas 
of right and wrong disappear, 

I have written th 3e few observations for the special purpose of 
emphasising my opinion that the difference between a war of aggression 
and a just war is fundamental and that the attempts to obsoure it in 
comparatively recent times ought to fail, and have failed, I have sought to 
refute some misleading conclusions, a.s I regard the, from a fallacious idea 
of the extent of the doctrine of sovereignty. In particular, I wish to 
protest against the idea that the doctrine of the sovereignty offers a 
shield of immunity in the case of acts of unlawful aggression. Sovereignty 
is not the same as autocratic, arbitrary power. It is a limited or regulated 
doctrine which cannot be extended beyond its proper limits, which are 
primarily the limits of the sovereign state’s own boundaries, I have 
wished also to protest against an illegitimate application of tine 
idea of acts of state; that concept I think does not justify the 
commission by nations or individuals of crimes or other unlawful acts, 
particularly, in the realm of International Law. Thor-- is indeed a somewhat 
close, though not complete or exact parallel between a defence based on the 
allegation that the .act was an act of state and the defence of superior 
orders which, I think it is now clearly established, cannot apply to the 
Commission of a crime at least as a defence though in some cases it may 
serve by was of extenuation. 

The ideas which I have been a temptin. to combat are sometimes 
describes as leglaistic but, in my way of thinking, they have no sound 
basis in juristic ideas but are the product of political thinking, or 
perhaps I would rather say, political dogmas or prejudices. In short 
I do not agree that a crime is to be excused by describing it as political. 

That again, is not a juristic concept, the definition of -hat is political 
and what is i.ot political is not capable of precise determination. A 
crime like murder, and indeed any oth..r crime does not change its character 
because some people may ay that it is political. The character of the crime 
depends n what it is in its essential character and is not changed because 
it may be loosely characterized by some pensions as being, political. 

These brief observations which I have writte 1 during the course of the 
Nuremberg trial, make no pretention to being exhaustive or comprehensive, 
but, such as they are, I have through they m ght be f some help in in 
clarifying questions which are ften made to appear to be complex and abscure. 
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23rd September, 1946* 
CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED NATIONS WAR PRIMES COMMISSION 
(Minutes of a Meeting at the Foreign Office on October 20th,1943«). 


A Meeting of Allied mill Dominions repi'esentatives in London 
was held in the Foreign Office at 4 p#m# on the 20th Ootober, to make 
arrangements for the establishment of the United Nations Commission 
for the Investigation of War Crimes# The following were present 

The Lord Chanoellor (in the Chair) 


Australia - 

Rt#Hon# S.M.Bruoe 
Lord Atkin 

Belgium - 

Vicomte de de Lantsheere 
General de Baer 

Canada - 

Rt#Hon Vincent Massey 

China - 

Dr#Wellington Koo 
Dr.Liang Yuen-Li. 

Czechoslovakia - 
M#Lobkov/icz 
Dr.Bohumil Eoer 

Greece 

M#Aghnides 
M# Stavropoulos 

India - 

Sir Samuel Ranganadhan 

Luxembourg - 
M#01asen 


New Zealand - 

Mr#W#Jordan. 

Norway - 

M«Colban 

Poland - 

Count RaozyAski 
Professor Glaser 

Union of South Africa - 
Mr#Jones 

United Kingdom - 

The Lord Chancellor 
Mr#George Hall 
Sir Ceoil Hurst 

United States - 
Mr.Winant 

Yugoslavia - 
Mr.Yovti<5 
M#Milanovitoh 

French Committee of National 

Liberation - 
M.Vi<fnot 

Professor Cassin 


Netherlands - 

Jonkhcer Miohiels van Verduynen 
Dr.de Moor 


ESTABLISHMENT OF THE COMMISSION# 

The LORD CHANCELLOR , after explaining that the Seorotary of State 
for Foreign Affairs had asked him to preside over the meeting in his absenooj 
and .after thanking those present for attending, recalled the statements 
v/hioh he, on behalf of His Majesty's Government in the United Kingdom, and 
President Roosovelt, on behalf of the United States Government, had nude 
on the 7th October, 1942, amounoing the intention of the Allied Governments 
to set up a Commission for the Investigation of War Crimes# Discussions 
had been proceeding since then between the various Allied Governments 
oonoemod, and His Majesty's Government in the United Kingdom felt that the 
time had oorau when a formal decision to 3et up the Commission should be 
taken without further delay# 

Before the meeting proceeded to this business ho wished to make one 
preliminary remark# Tlie Soviet Government were, lie understood, in principle 
in agreement with the establishment of the Commission and i/ith the general 









objeots which it was to serve. There were, however, one or two 
points still outstanding which had unfortunately prevented their 
being represented at the meeting The Lord Chancellor felt that, 
while it was right that ho should inform the mootin'- of this, it 
need not prevent theiu + •d’irq, oLcpa to ostabixsn uie Commission# 

Ho ox]?laixiud that, as would liuve been apparent from the state¬ 
ment-* nf flic Majesty's Govorni-i^uj/ and Ltie united States Govemirient 
of the 7th Ootober, 19^+2, it v/as proposed that the Commission 
should serve two primary purposes :- 

1* It should investigate and record the evidence of war 
crimes, identifying where possible the individuals 
responsible* 

I 

2. It should report to the Governments concerned cases in which 
it appeared that adequate evidence might be expected to be 
forthcoming# 

These two activities were e isential preliminaries if Y/e were to 
ensure the just and orderly trial of war criminals, which we were all - 
in particular the occupied countries, which harl suffered so terribly 
at the enemy's hands - anxious to ensure. It seemed important, hov/ever, to 
draw a dear distinction betv/een tho prei:>aratory investigatory work 
of the Commission _nd the preocedare for the eventual trial of v/ar 
criminals. The latter v/ould represent a later stage ,-md would be a question 
for decision by the Governments concerned rather thm by the proposed 
Commission. 

The Governments concerned v/ould also be specially interested 
in the treatment of those who might properly be described as the arch 
criminals. It might vdl be felt that this was primarily a political 
question. 

1 

The Lord Chancellor then prox>osed that the meeting should take 

a formal deoision to set up the United Nations Commission for the ' 

Investigation of Wfir Crimes. 

* 

The Netherlands Ambassador then read a statement of his 
Government's position, of which a coxy is annexed. (Annex l) 

Ihe Czechoslovak Ambassador road a statement to the effect 
that his Government v/ere in general agreement with the proposals 
of His Majesty' 3 Government in tho United Kingdom. 

T he Chinese Ambassador said that, while his Government v/ere in 
full agreement with the proposal to establish the Commission, they 
wished to make it clear that they reserved the right after the Commission 
had been set up to raise the question of the period of time v/hioh its 
investigations should cover in so far as v/ar crimes committed in China 
v/ere concerned. In this connexion Dr.Wellington Koo pointed out that 
China had suffered the ounsequenoes of enemy invasion for a longer x>eriod 
than the other Governments represented at the meeting. 

The meeting took note of these statements. With regard to tho 
Motherlands Government's statement, tne LORD CH A NCELLO R said that His 
Majesty's Government in the United Kingdom had always held that the trial 
of Quislings should be the bu-dness of the Governments Individually 
concerned, lie felt, iunvever, that it might be difficult at tlio meeting 
to secure agreement with ti-c Netherlands Government's proposal that the 
prox>o3ed Commission for the Investigation of War Crimes should also be 
chargod v/ith making preparations for the bringing to trial of v/ r ir criminals# 

Ho proponed that tlie mooting thould take a decision to set up 
the Commission forthv/ith but that the question of the iJossible expansion 
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of the scope of it;; in rustications and functions should be reserved 
for future consideration* 

This w; .a unanimously a{ ;reed. 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE COMMISSION# 

it vnj agreed that the Ko'vbm^r’Tcrp of the Commission oliuulu 
be established in London* 

PANELS 

The LORD CH A NCELLOR explained that it was the proposal of 
His Majesty's Government in the United Kingdom tha.t the Commission 
should be empowered to set up panels or arrange otherwise, in the 
light of the wishes of the Governments most closely concerned, for ' 
investigations on its behalf so far as these seemed appropriate# 

He added that ho understood-and the Chinese A mb assador confirmed 
this - that tac Chinese Government /as in favour of the establishment 
of a Panel in Chungking# The Soviet Government, on the other hand, 
did not consider ttv t the circumstaaoes called for the establishment 
of a Panel in the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics# 

The meeting adopted the proposal of nis Majesty's Government 
in the Uiiited Kingdom# 

CHAIRMANSHIP 

T’ne LORD CHAN C ELLOR said that His Majesty's Government in the 
United Kingdom had originally proposed that it should be left to the 
Commission to settle the question of chairmanship at its first meeting# 

The Soviet Government, however, had proposed that the chairmanship 
might suitably bo ’.laid in r-otation by the representatives of the United 
Kingdom, United States, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and China. 

He invited the views of the .eeting upon this question# 

The No rwegian Amb aas- aior expressed the view that the question 
of chairmanship ah ull be considered in relation to that of the Secret¬ 
ariat of the Commission* Ho felt that until experience had shown what 
vas likely to be needed, it vrould be unwise for the meeting to commit 
itself to tlie establishment of a large iJcrmanent Secretariat for the 
Commission# He was approaching the question not on political but 
purely on practical grounds# Ho would propose that, without prejudice 
to such other arrangements os might subsequently be found desirable, the 
British representative of t ’,10 Commission should bo appointed Chairman 
to begin with and that he should be given discretion to collect such 
secretarial staff as was required# 

The Netherlands Ambassador agreed, but in tills special case he 
would wish to see the British representative as Chairman a3 an act of 
courtesy to the British Governments With regard to the Soviet Government 
proposal, he felt that then the question might be put wliy the members of the 
Commission representing the smaller States should not also hold the chair¬ 
manship in rotation as tlie object of the work in view was not the appliance 
of power but to furth ;r justice# 

The Palis h ni ii is ; .dor said that if the ohairmansliip were held in 
rotation the practical functioning of the Commission might be rendered more 
difficult# The Chairman would bo la s able to direct tho proceedings 
which wjuII in practice bo ljL't in tho hands of the Secretariat# He there¬ 
fore declared himself in agreement with the Netherlands Ambassador and in 
favour of the temper .ry a point.ion t of a British Chairman# 

Mj.Vi(6 not agree ! v/itii the j 'eimancnt chairmanship of a British 
Chairman.) if the pr aoiplo of' rot ation were to bo adopted it would follow 
that tho prineijle should be applied equally to all members of tho Commission# 
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The Gree k A mbassador felt that, from the toohnicol point of 
view, the proposal for a rotating ctiairmonship might bo difficult 
to work in practioe. 

The United States Ambassador 3aid that his Government did not 
object to the Soviet Government’s proposal. On the otlier hand, 
he had authority to support the proposal for a British Chairman 
and that personally ho would be prepared to .an .ort *t. Ur h^d b.<m 
inalruotod to make it clear that if the Commission should wish to 
elect the United States representatives to be its Chairman, his 
Government would wish tc be consulted first* 

The Chinese Ambassador, while not objecting to a British Chair¬ 
man, felt that, as the Soviet Government had put forward their prop¬ 
osal and as they wei'e not represented at the meeting, it would be 
preferable to leave the matter to be decided by the Commission as 
originally proposed by the Lord Chancellor* 

The Czechoslovak Ambassador agreed that the question of 
chairmanship should bo left to the Commission to settle* 

The LORD CriiNCBLICR said that, although the appointment of 
a Biitisii Chairman, if made, would, be temporary and without prejudioe 
to final arrangements, he agreed with Dr,Wellington Koo that in 
the absence of a Soviet Representative it would be preferable not to 
take a deoision in oonflict with the Soviet proposals* He felt that, 
if it was left to the Coramission to eleot its first Chairman at the 
first meeting, that need not prevent arrangements for the recruitment 
of a Secretariat from being taken in hand on a preliminary basis 
forthwith* 

It was agreed that it should be left to the Commission to 
settle the question of its first Chairman when it mot, without prej¬ 
udice to the question of roulement* 

PROCEDURE. 

It was agreed that it should be left to the Commd®ion to 
settle its own procedure* 

SECRETARIAT. 

The LORD CHANCELLOR said that His Majesty’« Government in the 
United Kingdom would be prepared to find a British Secretary-Goneral for 
the Commission, if, in view of the headquarters of the Commission being 
in London, this were considered appropriate by the other Governments 
oonoemed* There being no dissent, the Lord Chancellor announced that 
His Majesty's Government in the United Kingdom had in mind for the post 
Mr*Maokinnon Wood, who, before the war, liad been a member of the legal 
section of the Secretariat of the League of Nations* 

The Greek Ambassador expressed the opinion that Mr.Mackinnon 
Wood, who was a man of the highest integrity and intellectual attainment, 
with a good knowledge of linkages, would prove a most suitable ohoico 
and this was the general feeling of the meeting* 

The LDRD CHANCELLOR . having suggested that it would be open 
to the Secretary-General to receive from the Governments concerned informal 
suggestions for the appointment of further members of the Secretariat, 
the Norwegian Ambassador oxprosaed the view that tho Secretary-General 
should at least, at the outset, confine his choice to British subjects* 

He explained that Governraonts of the occupied countries of Europe wore 
short of ad m i n istrative staff .and that any proposal for an international 
secretariat would mean that the occupied countries would be inadequately 
represented* 










Tup United States Ambassador said that he would not wish tu 
cr>. record .w* wu*.voiding the proposal X'or a purely British Secret¬ 
ariat. He felt that the Soviet Government might have vieveon this 
question. 

The IQ' S Ciiu<oB-uUJk indicated that such a proposal would not 
necessarily he welcome to His Majesty’s Government. He proposed that 
the meeting should approve the appointment of a British Secretory-General 
"but that the question of further Secretariat should otherwise he left 
entirely open. 

This was agreed. 

EXPENSES. * 

The meeting agreed to the proposal of His Majesty's Government 
in the United Kingdom that each member of the Commission and his 
staff, if any, shoe]i he paid hy tha Government appointing him hut 
that the salary of t le Secretory-Goacral and .additional secretarial 
and administrative e xpenses should be divided equally between the 
various Governments represented on the Commission* 

The meeting took note of a statement by the Luxembourg ChargtS 
d’affaires , who said that his Government felt that equal division of 
expenses would fall unduly heavy upon smaller countries and asked whether 
some means could not bo found of making contributions proportionate 
to the resources of the countries represented. 

It was agreed that the arrangements should be subject to 
the possibility of future adjustment between tne Governments concerned. 

PREMISES. 

The meeting noted a statement by the Lord Chancellor that 
His Majesty's Government in the United Kingdom would be prepared to 
find suitable accommodation for the Commission in the law Courts, 
in the Strand. 

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE (+) 

The LORD CHANCELLOR explained that it was felt by His 
Majesty's Government in the United Kingdom that there might well 
be a number of questions relating to the trial and punishment of war 
criminals which would require, to be settled but which would fall 
outside tile competence of the proposed Commission. It was accordingly 
proposed to establish a oommittee of legal experts to be nominated 
by those of the various Allied Governments participating in the work 
of the Commission who desired to be represented on the Committee. 

The Committee would work concurrently with the Commission and in 
adequate oontaot with it. It would be oharged with advising the 
Governments ooncemed upon matters of a technical nature, such as the 
sort of tribunals to bo employed for the trial of war criminals, the 
law to be applied, tho procedure to be adopted and the rules of evidence 
to be followed. The function of this Committee would be to formulate 
recommendations for the .guidance of Governments. It would not be 
empowered to take any decisions which would be hireling upon the Govern¬ 
ments. 


M. de Moo r said that he felt that the existence of two bodies might 
produce friction, and that it was accordingly desirable that the technical 
oommittee should be a purely advisory bodyo 


(+) For decision to dispense with tho Independent Technical Committee.see 
Appendix. 










6 


The Norwegian Amh^ssnrloy ao-in +h"»t if had "^cor. his conception 
that the Technical Committee would be a sub-oommittee of the Commission* 

Profeasor Cassin considered that there must be twn separate bodies* 
The Coi.iuissiun v/uuld require guidance as to the general principles vmoh 
it was to follow in its investigations* These general principles must 
be estabisihed by agreement betv/een the Governments concerned* A 
technical committee separate from the Commission could facilitate this* 

The United .States Ambassador said that his Government agreed in 
principle to the establishment of a teahnicol committee, but questioned 
the need of setting it up before the Commission itself had begun ita 
vrork* ilo felt Unit it would be preferable to establish the Commission 
first* 


Tho Chinese Ambassador said that his Government also approved 
the principle of establishing a technical committee, but suggested 
that its actual setting up should be deferred* 

The High Corrnnissioner for the Commonwealth of Australia said 
that he wished to emphasise the great importance which Its Government 
attached to the establishment of a technical committee on the lines 
proposed, although he did not wish to press for its immediate establish¬ 
ment. 


Sir Cecil Hurst said that he was satisfied that in practice it 
would be found that there was scope for both bodies* An active invest¬ 
igatory Commission, whioh always ran the danger of beooming immersed in 
detail, would need the help and .guidance of another body more direotly 
representing the Governments concerned, which would take decisions 
based also upon political considerations* The two bodies must, however, 
be in close oontaot, so as to ensure that the principles established by 
the technical committee should be applicable in practice* 

The Lord Otvuioollor e;;pressed the opinion that the Committee 
would have an important function to fulfil and would be needed by 
the Commission at an early stage in the latter's labours* He proposed 
that the meeting should agree that it would be desirable to set up in 
due course a teolmical oummittee of the nature and for the purposes 
proposed and that they should give consideration to the clioice of 
their representatives upon it, but that the actual establishment of 
the committee shouM be deferred* 

This proposal wa3 agreed* 

RESOLUTION. 

Those presont having no other business to propose, the Lord 
Chancellor suggested that it might be appropriate for the meeting to 
adopt a resolution for communication to the Soviet Government, through 
His Majesty's Government in tne United Kingdom* Such a resolution might 
express the hope of those present at the meeting that the Soviet Govern¬ 
ment would participate in the work of the Commission, anl also in that 
of the technical oomraittee, v/iien it had been 3 et up* 

Aio meeting agreed to this proposal and the resolution was adopted* 

Lord Atkin pointed out that the descriptions of the Commission 
for Investigation of War Crimes as a "fact-finding Commission" was inacc¬ 
urate and rather dangerous* It :.iU3t be the tribunal whioh tried the 
War Crimin;il which found the facts! the Commission was engaged in 
collecting material which might be put before that tribunal* 

The LORD C. IANCELLGR agreed. 

OOMMUNIyUtf 


A communique for issue to the press was also agreed* 
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Annex I 


The Netherlands Government are of opinion that the Paot 
Finding Committee should be the organ, whioh should be entrusted 
v/ithin t’ne framov/nrk of the Armistioe Convention, to prepare the 
bringing to trial of a no.'', .mbjontn# Tfc in presui.'poood that Justi.ce 
vn.ll in principle be adminbtcred by the competent national oourts. 

The Committee should liave l he following tuslcl- 

(1) The Committee decides, having regard to the evidence 
produoed, whioh energy aliens are to be placed on the lists 
of names of persons, whose surrender by the enemy will be 
demanded at the time of the capitulation or after.• 

( 2 ) The Cornmitteo decides which national courts .are competent 
for the trial of enemy .aliens, when courts of more than one 
country claim competence. Differences regarding competence 
of this character can originate if the same persons have 
committed crimes on the territory of or against nationals 

of more than one Allied Country or if a crime has been 
committed partly on the territory of one country .and partly 
on that of another. 

( 3 ) The Committee shall make proposals regarding the question 
for which court and according to which procedure the promin¬ 
ent criminals (Hitler, Himmler & etc) shall be tried# 

It follows that the Pact Finding Committee should not be 
competent with regard to the bringing to trial of (a) Suspects who are 
already in the power of Allied authorities. Their surrender (extrad¬ 
ition?) to the Allied State who wishes to try them is a matter which 
should be loft to a mutual arrangement between all Allies. Only in 
cases where different of competence arises, tlie Committee should 
decide, (b) Nationals of Allied States. 

The trial of Quislings i3 a matter which is exclusively 
left to the National Governments, who can demand their surrender 
without the intermediary of the Committee. If they are in the 
power of other Allied authorities, they should be surrendered, 
if required# 










* 



A F 1 J E N D I X 

DECISION TO DISPENSE WITH THE DIDEFEUDKTr TECIGJICAI OOMMriTglS. 


As a consequence of the opposition which had arisen v/ithin 
the Commission to the creation of the Independent Technical 
Committee,(+), on the ground that it was unnecessary, tho United 
kingdom Pc reign Office agreed tliat this commit too should to dropped, 
provided that the other Governments represented on the Commission 
wore favourable to this course, as the idea of having an Independent 
Toohnioal Committee hid originated with certain of those Governments* 

It was ascertained (25th January, 1944) that no member 
Government objected to the dropping of the Teohnical Committee 
(M*6) and the War Crimes Commission thus became the sole body, 
representing the United Nations, which dealt with War Crimes* 

Tho Commission decided (M. 7) that it should deal in an 
advisory capacity with the questions whioh would have been dealt 
with by the Technical Committee* Accordingly, when it proceeded 
on Pobruaiy 1st, 1944» to appoint its ohief standing committees, 
it oonstituted a Legal Committee (Committee No:III)* 


(+) See footnote on page 5 
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PROPOSALS FOR THE 3LTEK VISI0N OF GERMAN COURTS. 
( By Monsieur le I ter) 


In War Crimes News Digest No:XV, it may be noted that the trial 
of 16 former prison-warders of the Wolfoributtel nri qnn had bo mm before 
a Brunswick Land3goriohti These men were accused of ill-treating 
prisoners, most of whom were of foreign nationalities; among them there 
were Belgian "N.acht und Nebel" prisoners. Again, in Jar Crimes News 
Digest No:XVI page 3# there is a paragraph concerning the leniency of 
German courts in respeot of war criminal Sj This tine the Landsgorioht 
at Stuttgart is mentioned in reaneot ' - v trial of a German major 
oharged with the execution of thi. ou.- fc o men four da^s before 
Germany's surrender. The major wr - w-c 1 j sentenced to four years' 
Imprisonment, but there is here mv\o fVt as to whether the airmen vie re Allies 
or Germans. 

according to Article IIl(l(d)) of the Control Council, each occupying 
authority ha3 tho right to have war criminals tried by an appropriate 
tribunal, and when the accused are Germans who have committed crimes against 
other Germans or stateless persons, this tribunal may be a German court. 

If tho above-mentioned News Digest reports are true, then it seems 
that German courts are now being charged with trying Germans who are accused 
of having committed orimes against allied nationals, and this is contrary 
to Lav/ No: 10. 

Surely, there is no reason why more and more cases iiould not go 
to German courts and I believe that this Commission has no objection to 
the extension of the jurisdiction of German courts to Germans who have 
committed war crimes against allied nationals* This may lessen the burden of 
the Allied military oourts in Occupied Germany and, moreover, it may give 
the German judiciary an opportunity of proving that they have discaxbd the 
methods that were used at Leipzig after the first vrorld war and that they 
are oomlng round to sound, democratic ideas of justioo. 

, Also, it may well.be that these German courts are at present 
earrying out their duty impartially and in a most satisfactory way; 
however, we should not overlook the fact that there is, nevertheless, a 
danger of the repetition of the Leipzig trials: 

1) They may be too lenient towards the accused, either by acquitting 
the guilty or imposing penalties which are too light in proportion to the 
orimes. 

2) Some German oourts may even penalize Germans for having shown pro- 
allied feelings by acting meroifully or showing consideration to allied 
prisoners (according to one unconfirmed report there has been such a case 
recently). 

3) Some German courts may penalize Germans for informing against 
other Germans who are guilty of v/ar crimes* In this respeot vie should not 
forget the extraordinary V/ANDT case. (v/ANDT was a Socialist who had in 1919 
written a book entitled "Etappe Gent" describing the revolting behaviour of 
German officers in Belgium. In 1923 he was arrested for in unknown reason, 
and sentenced after a secret trial by the Leipzig court, to six years' penal 
servitude. In 1926, the reasons for tire sentence we re disclosed: V/ANDT had 
harmed the 'Germans by making known t o the Belgian authorities the names of 
four Belgian separatists who, 'luring 7/orld War I, had oo-operated with the 
Germans and might have given Germany valuable help in the event of another 
German occupation of Belgium* This was considered as treason. Thus as early 
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as 1923* under the Weimar Government, a German Court jf Justice was 
considering the eventuality of another war and another occupation of 
Belgium, If there hod boon sono kind of control over Gorman justice 
at that time such a sentence could not nave been delivered, ("The 
Treatment of War Crimes rind Crimes Incidental to the War" by Judex, 

March 1945). 

k) Finally, as it. is obviously the German p/ Ison vliainistrntion 
whioh will be charged with the task of carrying out tlieso sentences, 

imposed by German courts, there is some danger that persons although 
oorrvioted, may be allowed to ascano. We have not forgotten the ease 
of the Llandovery Castle, whore the two U-boat officers who were 
sentenced, were allowed to escape with the complicity of their jailers. 

In view of what precedes, it seems .advisable that some oontrol 
should be exorcise'! on the activity of the German courts, and in view 
of the mission with wioioli this Commission has been charged, it seems 
that its duty towards Governments which aro represented on it requires 
it to report upon the manner in w’.doh the German courts are meting out 
justice to tho war criminals, Ferhaps it would even bo proper for this 
Commission to inspect from time to time the German courts 30 that the 
reports sent from the Commission will be L, ._ed on the personal knowledge 
of at least one of its members. 

To aohieve this end several things aro needed 

l) A complete knowledge of whnt is happening in Geimony; the Commission 
should be notified in detail of all the trials of war criminals that are 
taking plaoe before German courts. At present we have no complete 
knowledge of v/hat is going on there* Therefore, we should request the 
occupying authorities to give us the necessary information, 

2) We should appoint someone to chook tho results of each one of these 
proceedings by examining the records and comparing them with the charges 
brought before tho Commission, when the accused was placed on its 

lists. On occasion it may bo necessary to ask National Offices to produce 
their complete dossier, and perhaps call upon them to give their comments 
on the result of the trial, 

3) We should consider asking, from time to time, one or other of 

our members to go to Germany to investigate the work of the German courts 
and of the German prison administration and ascertain that those v/ho have 
been sentenced are actually made to serve their time in proper prisons. 

In this connection, I think it would be a good plan for various members to , 
undertake this duty in rotation, 30 that eaoh jneiiiLex’ will have a ohanoe 
of seeing the position for hinself. This is a work, which, in the interests 
of justice, mould continue for a long time and eve.i if the Commission 
winds up its task, provision should be made for the oontinuation of such 
supervision. 
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REPORT BY COMMITT EE I . 

PROCEDURE RECARDIMP PERSONS LISTED AS SUSPECTS. 


In the last Meeting of Committee I the question of procedure 
regarding persons listed as Suspects was considered in the light of 
past experience. 

The Committee took note of the fact that the original intention 
of the Commission., when deciding to classify certaxn persons and units 
as "Suspects", as set forth in Doc. C. 82, of 12th March, 1945* had 
fallen into abeyance so far as the military authorities are concerned, 
and that in actual practice no distinction now seemed to be made between 
persons listed as War Criminals, and those listed as Suspects, the latter 
being surrendered on demand in the same way as the former. The 
Committee thought tills practice undesirable, especially in view of the fact 
that in accordance with the original intention persons listed as Suspects 
should have been simply detained, and surrendered only when the National 
Offices concerned, have forwarded further evidence direct to the holding 
authorities which satisfies them that persons should, in fact, be 
surrendered. 

While taking into account the desirability of not diminishing 
the value of the present lists of Suspects and the difficulty with which 
the military authorities have been confronted in that they did not know 
the evidence which had to be investigated before surrender was possible, 
as well as the fact that now so much more evidence is available to 
National Offices, and that national investigating thorns -re given every 
facility, the Committee i3 of opinion that the Commission 1 s practice with 
regard to listing of Suspects should be very much tightened up. 

Therefore, the Committee, while holding that no retroactive 
decision would bo advisable, proposed that future cases in which, in the 
past, persons would have been classified as Suspects should be adjourned, 
and the National Offices concerned asked for further investigation and 
information; exception should be made only in certain types of cases 
where it would seem desirable to emphasise tho distinction by listing 
certain categories of persons as Suspects, i,e., in cases where members 
of concentration camps staff, the Gestapo cr named persons of military 
units are concerned. 

This exception would apply to persons whose responsibility for 
war crimes canmittcd en masse is self-evident, and against whan 
sufficient formal evidence could only be collected by tho National 
Offices after the suspected persons were apprvnonued ?Uid/or the px inoipal 
accused and enemy witnesses interrogated. 

Such persons would be listed as Suspects on the ground that 
sufficient prima facie evidence has been established as to the Ceonaction 
between their official position or membership of orp r >n: : actions mentioned 
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above and the crimes committed. 

The tightening up of the lists of Suspects will naturally 
involve an even oloser sorutii\y of the charges against persons 
accused: considering the time that has elapsed since investigation 
facilities were given, there is at present no reason why cases, 
where sufficient evidence to constitute a good prima facie oharge 
has not been collected, should be placed on the Camission lists. 












UNITED NATIONS iHuut CRImES CCfe«I53IQK 


C. 232 . 

1st Noveraber, 1946. 


Recommend at ion by Committee III regarding the publication 
of enactments dealing with war crimes • 


I. Committee III decided in its meeting held on 30th October, 1946, (Committee 
III Minutes No. 22/46) to recommend to the Commission to publish a volume con¬ 
taining the texts of international, conventional, municipal and occupational 
provisions dealing with war crimes. The volume 'would be a necessary and use¬ 
ful corollary to the Lav: Reports published by the Commission. It would be a 
mine of information for the international and for the criminal lawyer, ar>d for 
the student of international affairs in general. 

II. It is proposed that the publication should be in the English language, and 
that a French edition should be envisaged for a later date, in the same way as 

it has been decided, on principle, that the Law Reports should also be eventually 
produced in French. 

III. The publication should generally be restricted to a reproduction,, in English 
and later in French - of the actual texts of the enactments and, where necessary, 
of the text of other provisions of municipal law which are referred to in the 
special enactments dealing with war crimes. In cases where, as in the United 
States of America, the actual executive orders can only be understood in con¬ 
nection with their common law background, a short reference to the latter will 
probably be unavoidable. 

IV. It appears to be necessary to commence the preparatory work without delay. 

It will be seen from Doc. Misc. 49, that the collection at present available to 
the Commission is far from complete. In addition to the conventions and 
enactments enumerated in Doc. Misc. 49, and the Regulations contained in Doc. 
Mioe. 51 ., there exist to-day siniiHr enactments in other countries, both 
allied and former enu.y. 


Special provisions regarding the prosecution of war crihiinals have also 
been enacted in Norway, in Greece and in the Netherlands East Indies. There 
are in existence special provisions regarding war criminals in the Soviet Union, 
in Yugoslavia, in Bulgaria, in Hungary, in Finland and probably also in other 
countries. 

Enactments by the German authorities in the different zones and Ltinder of 
Germany fall also within the scope of the proposed publication. 


V. If these recommendations are accepted by the Commission, it will be the 
task of the Legal Secretariat to try to get the material not yet available, 
both from Member Governments and from other sources. 

VI. Committee III therefore reco mmends: 

(a) That the Commission adopt the proposal set out in the preco<U.ng paragraphs 
of this paper. 

(b) That the Secretariat be charged with the task of commencing the preparatory 
work without delay, 

(c) That the publication should, if necessary, take place by instalments (in 
case the material relating to some countries should not be available within 
a reasonable time.) 

(d) That also with regard to this publication, the rule should be observed that 
the consent of the representative of aiy member government vail be necessary 
as far as the enactments of the respective member country are concerned 


(x) The preliminary discussions oi’ this proposal are contained in Committee III 
Minutes No.22/46 and in Doc, III/60. A list of the documents so far collected is 
contained in Doc. Misc. No. 49. To the list, should now be added the Regulations 
which were circulated in Doc. Misc. 51. 











(e) That further points relating to this publication should be dealt with 
'y the Special Committee for Legal Publications which was appointed by 
the Commission in its meeting held on 23rd October 1946, (M. 115). 


c. 233. 

1st November, 1946 


united nations war cp.bes commission . 


Third Supple ment 
to Ihe 


Synopsis 

of Trial Reports 
(Poo, C. 204) 

Sinoe the circulation of the Second Supplement, (Doo.C.222), 
the reports sumnarised in this paper have been received by 
the United Nations War Crimes Commission, up to the 31st 
Ootober, 1946. (»t) 


II.British Cases. 

IO 5 ) Trial of Adam Doerr and Wilhelm Reinhardt, civilians. 

Date & Plaoe of Trial: 15th March 1946 at Recklinghausen. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that they at Leeheim, 

near Darmstadt, Germany, on 26th August 1944, in 
violation of the laws and usages of war, did ill- 
treat a member of the Royal Air Force. 

Verdict: Both guilty. 

Sentences: Doerr, Imprisonment for 5 years, 

Reinhardt, Imprisonment fear 2 years. 

Sentences confirmed. 

10 C) 'JWal of Ernooto Gottardi and Alessandro Tormene, members of the 

Italian Foouiat Federation. 

Date & Place of Trial; 8-9th February 1946 at Bologna. 

Charge: Comnitting a war crime in that they at Grezzana, 

Verona, Italy, on 12th November 1943, in violation 
of the laws and usages of war, were concerned in 
the killing of a British Amy Officer. , 

Verdict: Gottardi, Guilty. 

Tormene, Not Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by shooting. 

Confirmed, but sentence commutod to one of 
imprisonment for life. 

107) Trial of Heinrich Greffe, civilian. 

Dato & Place of Trial; 21st February 1946 at Brunswick 

before a court consisting of 4 Britisn officers 
and 1 officer of the Polish forces. 

Charge: Comnitting a war crime in that he at Whtzum, 

between the yearn 1940 and 1945, when 
Burgormeister of the Gemeinde of Watzum, in 
violation of the laws and usages of war, ill- 
treated Poll:Ji nationals, being foreign workers 
in the said Gcmoinde. 


(w) The following documents contain lists of trial reports received: 
C.204, C.2<fi, C.222 and the present paper. 
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Vordict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 18 months. 

?ontonoo confirmed. 

108) Trial of MLnrich Voss, 

Date & Place of Trial: 9th April 1946 at Hamburg before a court 

consisting of 2 British Officers and 3. relish Officer. 
Charge: Committing a war crime in that he at Boringstedt, 

in or about the month of November 194), in violation 
of the laws nnd usages of war, ill-treated a Polish 
national. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Inprisonment for 2 years. 

Sentence reduced, to imprisonment for 6 months. 

109) Trial of Gerhard Schrapp, civilian. 

Date & Place of Trial? 12th March 1946 at Holsmindun, before a 
court consisting of 4 British officers and 1 Polish 
officer. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that he at Allersheim, 

between the years 1942 and 1945, in violation of the 
lawn and usages of vnr, did ill-treat a number of 
unknown Polish nationals. 

Verdict; Guilty, 

Sentence: Inprisonment for 8 years. 

Findings confirmed, but 3 years remitted from 
sentenco, 

110) Trial of Paul Gerhard Harbors, civilian. 

Date & Place of Trial: 22nd and 23rd April 1946 at Bochum, 

Charge: Committing a war orime in that he, near.Bochum, 

Germany, on the 24th March 1945, in violation of 
the laws and usages of war, ill-troated an unknown 
British airman. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 9 months. 

Sentence confirmed, 

111) Trial of Franz Haase, civilian. 

Date & Place of Trial: 8th April 1946 at Hamburg before a■ 

court consisting of 2 British and 1 Polish officers. 
Charge: Committing a war crime in that he at Schlutup, 

between the years 1941 and 1945, when foreman in a 
munition factory, in violation of tho laws and 
usugos of war, did ill-treat Polish nations world/ig 
in the same factory, 

‘erdiett Guilty. (Special finding). 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 months. 

Findings confirmed, but sentence remitted. 

112) Trial of Gustav Meyer, civilian. 

Date <5: Place of Trial: 15th April 19^6 at Recklinghausen 
before a court consisting of 4 British and 1 
Polish officers. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that ho at Ostorfoldt, 

between tho years 1944 and 1945, when camp leader 
of a foreign workers camp, in violation of the laws 
and usages of war ill-treated Polish nationals. 

Not Cuilty, 


Verdict: 
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113) Trial of August Gaus, civilian. 

Date & Place of Trial: 27-28 February 1946 at Brunswick before 
a court consisting of 1 Polish and 4 British 
officers. 

Charge: Conmitting a war crime in that he at Brunswick, 

between 1942 and 1945 when guard at factory Bussingnag 
in viiation of the laws and usages of war, did ill-treat 
Polish nationals, foreign workers employed in the said 
factory. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Inprisonment for 3 years. 

Findings confirmed, but one year's inprisonment 
remitted from the sentence. 




114) Trial of Walter Bey, Unteroffizier. 

Date & Place cf Trial: 13th February 1946 at Verden bofore a 

court consisting of 4 British officers and 1 Polish 
offioer. 

Charge: Coranitting a war crime in that he at Sandbostel in 

or about the month of November 1944 in violation of 
the laws and usages of war, did kill an unknown 
Polish officer. Prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentenco : Inprisonment for life. 

Findings confirmed, but sentence commuted to 
inprisonment for 10 years. 


115) Trial of Alois Kurzeja, civilian. 

Date & Place of Trial; 23rd February 1946 at Brunswick before a 
court consisting of 4 British officers and 1 Polish 
offioer. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that he at Salzdahlum, 

Germany, between the years 1941 and 1945 in violation 
of the laws and usages of war, illtreated Polish 
nationals. 

| Verdict: Guilty, with the exception that he illtreated only 

one Polish national. 

Sentence: Inprisonment for 56 days. 


116) Tidal of Otto hauschildt, civilian. 

Date & Place of Trial: 13th March 1946 at Hamburg before a court 
consisting of 2 British officers and 1 Polish officer. 

Charge: Conmitting a war crime in that he at Quarnstedt, 

between the years 1941 and 1945> in violation of the 
laws and usages of war, did ill-treat Polish nationals. 

Vbrdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Unprisonment for two years, Sontonce reduced to 

18 months. 


117) Trial of Johann Lesker, civilian. 

Date & Place of Trial: 12th March 1946 at Hamburg before a court 
consisting of two British officers and one Polish 
officer. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that he at Seodorf, 

between 1943 and 19 Mf» in violation of the laws and 
usages cf war, illtreated three Polish nationals. 

(3 septaute charges). 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Inprisonment for 6 months. 

Sentence confirmed, but 3 months' imprisonment 
remitted. 
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118) Trial against Edwin Bruno Haase, civilian. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 11th March 1946 at Hamburg before a court 
consisting of 2 British officers and 1 Polish officor. 

Charge: Committing a war crinu in that ho at Socdorf in 

August 1943 and in August 1944, in violation of the 
laws and usagus of war, did illtreat two Polish 
nationals. (2 separate charges) 

Verdict: Cuilty on both charges. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for one year. 

Pindi rgs confirmed, but sentence romittod. 


119) Trial of Nikolaus von Palkenhorst, a German national formerly 

Genoraloberst in tho German Amy. 

Bate & Place of Trial: 29th July - 2nd August 1946 at Brunswick 
before a court consisting of 5 British officers and 
1 officer of the Norwegian forces. 

Charge: Conmitting a war crime in that he at Oslo, Norway, 

ia violation of tho laws and usage': of war: ■ 1 

(1) incited members of the forces under his command to 
givB and accept no quarter to Allied service personnel 
taking part in Commando operations and further, after 
capturo, to kill ary persons having takon part in those 
operations. 

(2) Handing over to the Security Service two British 
officers and* six othor ranks who had taken part in 
Commando operations, with the result that the said 
prisoners were killed. 

(3) Being concerned in the killing of 14 British 
prisonors cf war. 

(4) Handing over to the S.S, 9 British prisoners of war, 
commandos, with the result that they wore killed, 

(5) Handing over to the S.S. a British seaman, PoW, who 
had token part in a commando operation, with tho 
rosult that ho was killed. 

( 6 ) Handing over to tho S.S. 7 British PoW who had taken 
part in commando operations, with the result that they 
wore killed, 

(7) Further order inciting forcos under his command to 
give and accept no quarter to Allied service personnel 
taking part in Ccmnando raids and to kill ary Allied 
personnel captured during those operations. 

( 8 ) Handing over to the S ,S. 1 Norwegiiin naval officer 
and 5 Norwegian naval ratings, and one Royal Navy 
rating, prisoners of war, with the rosult that the 
said prisoners of war were killed. 

( 9 ) Ordering troops undor his command to deprive certain 
Allied PoW of thoir rights as prisonors of war, under 
tho Geneva Convention. 

Verdict: Not guilty of charges Nos, 2 and 5. 

Guilty of charges Nos. 1, 3, 4, 6 , 7, 8 9. 

Sentence: Death by shooting. 


120) Trial of Karl -Heinz Moehle, 

Dato & Placo cf Trial: 15th-l6th October 1946 at Hamburg. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that he at Kiel between 

Sept.1942 and May 1945 when senior officer of 5th 
U-Bo it Flotilla in violation of the laws and usages 
of war gave orders to corananding officers of U-boats 
who were due to leave on war patrols that they wro 
to destroy ships and their crown. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 yoars. 











51- J. IWLal of Tsuchiya, Tatsuo, 

Date & Plaoe of Trials Yokohama, Honshu, Japan, 18th 
December, 1945. 

Charge; Between November 1942 and November 1944- at Tokyo 

Area PoW oamp, did commit cruel, inhuman and 
brutal atrocities all in violation nf the laws 
and customs of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentences Imprisonment for life, with hard labour, 

Sentence approved, 

52- J. Trial of Yuri, Kei, 

Date & Place of Trial: 27th December 194-5 at Yokohama, 
Honshu, Japan, 

Charge: Between 1 August 194-3 and 31 May 1944 at PCW 

Camp, 17-B, Omuta, Japan, did oomndt cruel 
and brutal atrocities, permit men under his 
conmand to commit cruel and brutal atrocities 
against three Americans, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence approved, 

53- J, Trial of Furushima, Chotaro, 

Date & Place of Trial: 28th December 1945 at Yokohama, 
Honshu, Japan. 

Charge: Between 29th May 1944 and 2nd September 1945 at 

Nagoya Area POW Comp,l-D, Kamecka, Gifu, Honshu, 
Japan, did abuse, mistreat and commit other 
offences, against five Americans. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment with hard labour for life. 

Sentence approved, 

54- J. Trial of Honda, Hiroji. 

Date & Place of Trial: luth January 1 46 at Yokohama, 

Japan, 

Charge: In that he, bo Ween I6th April 1943 and 26th 

February 1945 at PoW Camps 1-B, Yunoto find 
2 r B, Yoshinamuro, Honshu, Japan, did commit 
cruel and brutal atrocities and permit his men 
to commit cruel and brutal atrocities, against 
four, persons, one of whom was Dutch. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: % Imprisonment for 20 years, with hard labour. 

Sentence confirmed, 

55- J. Trial of Ishida, Kitaro, 

Date & Place of Trial: 31st January 1946 at Yokohama, 

Honshu, Japan, 

Charge: Between 1 October 1943 and 1 September 1945 

at Hirohata PoW Camp, Osaka Area, Honshu, 

Japan, did commit cruol and brutal atrocities 
in violation of the laws and customs of war, 
against 35 American nationals. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Irprisonment for 30 years with hard labour, 

S ntencc confirmed. 
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56- J. Trial of Aona, Shigero. 

Date & Plane of Trial: bth February 1946, at Yokonama, • 
Honshu, Japan, 

Charge: Between 1 December 1942 and 22 August 1943 

at Jakodate ftfcdn PoW camp, Hakodate, Hokkaido, 
Japan, did fail to discharge his duty a3 
medical officer and permitted members of his 
medical staff to commit cruel and brutal 
atrocities against 8 British subjects, 

Verdictt Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years, with hard labour. 

Scntonco approved, 

57- J, Trial of Sakamoto, Yuichi. 

Date & Place of Trial: 13th February 1946 at Yokohama, 
Honshu, Japan, 

Charge: between 1 January 1943 and 1 September 1945 

at PoW Camp Fukuoka 1, Fukuoka, Kyushu, 

Japan, did commit cruel and brutal atrooities 
and failed to discharge his duty as Comman¬ 
ding Officer in that he permitted members of 
his command to commit cruel and brutal 
atrocities, against 3 American subjects, 

Verdiot: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life with hard labour. 

Sentence approved, 

58- J, Trial of Odeishi, Shigemaru. 

Date & Place of Trial: 9th February 1946 at Yokohama, 
Honshu, Japan, 

Charge: Between 1 Dec, 1944 and 30th August 1945, at 

Fukuoka Area Branch Camp 23, Kyushu, Japan, 
did commit cruel and brutal atrocities in 
violation of the laws and customs of war, 
against 13 American subjects. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years with hard labour. 

Sentence approved. 


59-J. Trial of Okada, Niyoroku. 

Date A Plaoo of Trial: 4th March 1946 at Yokohama, Honshu, 
Japan, 

Between 6 April 1945 and 1 S C ptr nber 1945 at 
Nagoya Area PoW camp 2-B, Narum:., Honshu, did 
commit cruel and brutal atrocit .03 against 
10 American subjects. 

Guilty. 

Imprisonment for 50 yoars with lard labour. 
Sentence approved. 


Charge: 


Verdiot: 
Sentence: 


60-J. Trial of Sakagami, Motoichi and 3 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 23rd February 1946 a; /okohama, 
Honshu, Japan. 

Between 1 March 1945 and 30 August 1945 the 
accused did, at Fukuoka Area Branch Camp, 23, 
Kyushu, Japan, commit cruel, inhuman and brutal 
atrooities in violation of the laws and customs 
of war against 5 American subjects. 

Guilty, 3 . Not Guilty, 1, 

Imprisonment for 6 years with hard labour, 1. 
n it 2 " iium 2 

Sentences apurovod. 


Charge: 


Verdict: 
Sentences: 








61- J. Trial of Kinura, Ryunsuko and £ others. 

Date & Place of Trial; 15tu March 1946 at Yokohama, Japan, 

Charge! Between 28 August 1943 and 31 August 1943 at 
•l'anagawa dranch PoW camp 4, Osaka Area, did 
connit cruel and inhunan atrocities all in 
violation cf the laws and customs of war 
against an American subject. 

Verdict* Guilty, 4. "it Cuilty, 1, 

Sentences; Imprisonment for 10 years with hard labour, 4* 
Sentences approved, 

62- J. IVial of Rikitaki, Yaichi. 

Date & Place of Trial: 7th March 1946 at Yokohama, Honshu, 
Jsgpan, 

Chargej At Prisoner of War Camp 3, Fukuoka, from 1st 
March to the time of the Japanese Surrender, 
did compel sick prisoners to work, resulting 
in the death of approximately 150, and force 
prisoners of war to work during bombing raids, 
the names of 37 American and 1 British subject 
being quoted specifically. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 15 years. 

Sentence approved. 

63- J. Trial of Akamatsu, Shigeo, 

Date & Place of Trial: 30th March 1946 at Yokohama, Japan. 

Charge; Between 28 November 1944 and 15 -August 1945 

at Chyeyama Branch Prisoner of War camp, Osaka 
Area, Honshu, Japan, did commit cruel, .inhunan 
arxl brutal atrocities in violation of the laws 
and customs cf war, against 8 American subjects. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Inprisonment for 25 years. 

Sentence approved. 

64 - J. Trial of Tqyama, Fusao. 

Date & Place of Trial: 25 March 1946 at Yokohama, Japan. 

Charge; Between 4 August 1944 and 1 September 1945 at 
Nagoya Area PoW Camp 2-B, Narumi, Honshu, did 
commit cruel and brutal atrocities in violation 
of tho laws and customs of War, against five 
American subjects. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 30 years with hard labour. 

Sentence approved, 

65- J. Trial of Motqyashiki, Shinichi. 

Date & Place of Trial: 21 March 1946 at Yokohama, Japan, 

Charge: Between 1 November 1943 and 15 August 1945 at 

Hirohata, PoW Camp, Osaka Area, Honshu, did 
commit oruel, inhuman and brutal atrocities in 
violation of the Lavra and Customs of War, 
against 9 American subjects. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Irprisonnent for 20 years with hard labour. 

Sentence approved. 

66 - J. Trial of Sakakibara Yasutaka, 

Date & Place of Trial; 4 April 1946 at Yokohama, Japan, 

Charge: Betvraon 19 Deceribor 1944 and 15 August 1945 

at Hakodate Main Prisoner cf War Comp, Hakodate 
and Bihai, Hokkaido, Japan, did cornit cruel 
and brutal atrocities in violation of thelaws 
and customs of war, against an American victim. 

Verdict: Not Quilty, 











u/-J. ox Imai , kiy - -l. 

Date & Place of Trial: 17 -April 194 b at Vakoham, Japan. 

Charge: Bo tween 29 March lf'i-3 and 2° March 1944 at 

Hakolatc Main PoW Cajun, th accused, a radical 
orderly at said camp, did commit cruel, inhuman 
and brutal atrocities in violation of the laws 
and customs of war, -against one -American and 
two Eritish subjects. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprison] ent for 5 years with hard labour. 

Sentence approved, 

68 - .T, Trial of Tnu ji.no, ' kiyoshi. 

Date & Place of Trial: 22 April 1946 at Yokohama, Japan, 

Charge: Between 1 October 1943 and 20 September 1945 

at Hirohata PoW C a ™ 9 , Osaka /rea, Honshu, did 
comioit cruel, inhuman and brutal atrocities and 
other offenses against American Prisoners of 
War, in violation of the Laws and Customs of War, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 30 years with hard labour. 

Sentence approved. 

69 - T* Trial of Shimode Ryoinhi. 

Date & Place of Trial: 29 April 1946 at Yokohama, Jap an. 

Charge: Between 1 May 1944 and 15 August 1945 at Nagoya 

Area PoW Camp 1, Kamioka, Honshu, Japan, did 
wilfully and unlawfully commit cruel, inhuman 
and brutal atrocities and other offences against 
American prisoners of war in violation of the 
laws and customs of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 20 years with hard labour 

Sentence- ao-oren'o'"'',. 

70- J, Trial of Yamauchi, Kunimitsu. 

Date & Place of Trial: ' 3th April 1946, at Yokohama, Japan. 

Charge: Between 10 August 1943 and 1 September 1945> 

the accused, employed by the Mitsui Mining 
Company and working under the direction of tho 
Armed F orces of Japan as an interpreter at 
the liikawa Mine and at PoW Camp 17, Onuta, 
Fukuoka, Kyushu, Japan, did commit cruel and 
brutal atrocities against certain prisoners of 
wax' at said camp, in violation of the laws and 
customs of war, and in particular against 
four momber 3 of the United States 'med Forces. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 40 years with hard labour. 

Sentence approved, 

71- J. Trial of Yanada, Tomio. 

Date & Place of Trial: 13tn May 1946, at Yokohama, Japan, 

Charge: Between ?5 November 1942 and 15 May 1945 at 

Uneda Bonaho PoW Camp, Osaka Area, Honshu, 

Japan, the accused a civilian employee of the 
Armed Foces of Japan, did wilfully and unlaw¬ 
fully commit cruel, inhuman and brutal acts and 
atroci! i.oa against 15 Amc 1 prisoners of war, 
in violation of tho laws and customs of ’war. 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Lprisonment for life with hard labour. 

Sentence approved. 
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72-J. Trial of Fukuhara, Isao, 

Date & Place of Trial: 


29th January 1946 at Yokohama, Honshu, 


Charge; Between 1 May 1944 and 1 Sept. 1945 at PoW Camp 
17-B, Qmuta, Fukucka, Kyushu, Japan, did commit 
cruel and brutal atrocities and permitted members 
of his command to conniit cruel and brutal atrocities 
against 21 American, 1 Australian and 1 British 
subject, in violation of the laws and oualo.’.ia of 
war. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence; Death oy hanging, Sentenoe approved. 

73- J. Trial of Ishige, Michiharu and two others. 

Date & Place of Trial; Yokohama, Honshu, 11th April 1946. 

Charge; ■ Between 17 May 1943 and 4 June 1945 at PoW Bet. 

Camp 5» Kawasaki, Tokyo Area, did willfully and 
unlawfully commit cruel, brutal and inhuman 
atrocities against certain Allied PoW, all in 
violation of the laws and customs of war. 

Verdict; All three guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 35 years with hard labour, 1, 

H II 25 ” " " II 1, 

it it 11 n n 11 ^ 2.. 

Sentences approved, 

74- J. Trial of Watanabe, Sadao and 4 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 26th June 1946 at Yokohama, Honshu. 

Charge; Between 1 Dec 1942 and 31 May 1945, did beat, 

mistreat and abuse American and Allied Prisoners 
of war in violation of the laws and customs of mr. 

Verdict; All Guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment with hard labour far 30 years, 1. 

n 11 n 11 "25 " , 1. 

11 11 « ” " 15 " , 2, 

11 h 11 « ” 5 M , 1. 

75- J. Trial of Minora Kato and 5 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 8th August 1946, at the High 

Commissioner's Residence, Manila, Philippine Islands. 

Charge; Murder, cruelty and torture, other offences against 

civilians at Dumanjug, Cobu Province, P.I. from 
about 14 May 1944 to about 19 May 1944. 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 1. 

Charges dismissed, accused insane, 1, 

Charges dismissed, insufficient evidence, 1. 

Guilty, 3. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for life, 2. 

76 - J. Trial of Massfuji Hamamoto. 

Date & Place of Trial: 22nd July 1946 at the High Commissioner's 
Residence, Manila, Philippine Islands, 

Charge; Murder, cruelty and torture of civilians at or near 
Buenavista, Guimaras Island, P.I., during the months 
of May, June-, July and December 1944 and January 1945. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life, with hard labour. 


* 
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77- J Trial of Kikuchi, Jutaro and Mabuclii Masaak. 

Date & Place of ^rial: 5th April 1946, at Yokohama, Honshu. 

Charge: That on or about 26 May 1946 at Hyoshi, Chosoi 

Province, Honshu, the accused did willfully and un¬ 
lawfully commit wanton and inhuman atr^itios against 
the dead body of a civilian American PoW in violation 
of the laws and customs of war. 

Vordiot: Both guilty. 

Sentences: Mabuchi, Death by hanging. 

Kikuchi, Imprisonment for 2b years. 

. Sentence approved. 

78- J Trial of Kakuta, Hajime. 

Date & Place of Trial: 26 April 1946 at Yokohama, Honshu. 

Charge: Betweon 18 January 1943 and 5 June 1944 a t Sakurajima 

PoW sub-camp, Osaka Area, Honshu, the accused did 
coninit cruel, inhuman and brutal acts, atrocities end 
other offences against certain American and British 
prisoners of war, in violation of the laws and customs 
of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment with hard labour for 30 years. 

Sentence approved. 

79- J Trial of Abe, Tatsuo. 

Date & Placeof Trial: 2 May 1946 at Yokohama, Honshu, Japan. 

Charge: Betweon December 1943 and August 1946 at PoW Camp 3, 

Kokuro, Fukuoka, Kyushu, Japan, the accused did 
commit cruel, inhuman and brutal atrocities and other 
offences against certain Allied prisoners of war 
confined at the aforesaid camp all in violation of the 
laws and customs of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment with hard labour for 1 year. 

Sentenoe approved. 

80- J Trial of Mantini, Unosuke. 

Bate & Place of Trial: 8 May 1946 at Yokohama, Honshu, Japan. 

Charge: Between 1 May 1944- and 1 Sept, 1945 at Nagoya PoW 

comp 1, Kamioka, Honshu, the accused did commit cruel 
and brutal acts, atrocities and other offences 
against oertain American and Allied PoW in violation 
of tho lavra and customs of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life with hard labour. 

Sentenco approved. 

81- J Trial of Hosatani, Yuhei and 4 others. 

Date & Piece of Trial: 1 July 1946 at Yokohama, Honshu, Japan. 

Charge: Betwoen 15 Jonuaiy 1942 and 15 August 1945 the 

accused personnel of the Hiroshima. PoW Camp Branch 1, 
Zontsuji, Shikoku, did commit cruel, inhuman and 
brutal acts and other offences against American and 
Allied prisoners 'of war in violation of the laws aid 
. customs of war. 

Verdict: All guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for lifo with hard labour, 1. 

" "40 years " " " , 1. 

<t « 10 " " " " , 1. 

ii n 5 ii H H *• 

II it i II ti it ii 1 # 
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82- J Trial of Toahio Mftkizawa. 

Date & Place of Trlali 6th May 1946 at Shanghai, Chinn, 

Charge; Tiiat on or about 19 Oot 1944, while a Major in the 
Japanese Imperial Army, he did, at Taihoku, Formosa, 
wilfully and unlawfully commit cruel, inhuman and 
brutal atrocities and other offences against an 
• American PoW, in violation of the Laws and Customs 

of War, 

Verdiot: Cuilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment with hard labour for 30 years. 

Sentence approved, 

83- J Trial of Kunitada Mukoyoma and two others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 13th April 1946 ay Shanghai, China, 
Charge: That between 28 February and 13 April 1944, at the 

Japanese Gendarmerie Station in Shanghai, they did 
wilfully and unlawfully commit cruel, inhuman and 
brutal atrocities against certain citizens of the 
Commonwealth of the Philippine Islands, owing 
allegiance to the United States of America, in 
violation of the laws and customs of war. 

Verdict: All three guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 27 years, 1, 

" " 22 •' 1 , 

" " 20 " 1 . 

Findings confirmed, but sentences commuted to 
18, 15 and 12 years respectively, 

84- J Trial of Eisaku Murakami and 3 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 9th May 1946 at Yokohama, Japan, 


Charge: Violations of the laws of war in that they, acting 

jointly and in pursuance of a common intent, did at 
or near Kamata-ku, Tokyo, on or about 28 April 1946, 
wrongfully, to the prejudioe of the security of the 
occupying forces and in violation of the laws of 
war, assault two members of the United States Arrry 
and of the.occupying forces, by hitting them about 
tho head and body with olubs, sticks and thoir fists. 
Verdict: Guilty, 4, 

Sentences: Imprisonment with hard labour for life, 1, 

" " " " " 20 years, 3. 

Q5-J Trial of Hirate, Kaichi. 

Date & Place of Trial: 14 January 1946 at Yokohama, Japan, 

Charge: Between 12 Jan 1943 and 1 Sept 1945 at Hakodate 1st 

Branch cany, Hokkaido, Japan , did commit cruel and 
brutal atrocities and did permit members of his 
command to connit cruel and brutal atrocities against 
American and Alliod PoW, 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

86«J Trial of Kanayama, Nubuo and 2 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 5 Mny 1946 at Yokohama, Japan, 


Charge: 


Verdict: 
Sentences: 


That between 1 July 1944 and 2 Sept. 1945, the 
accused did at Hiroshima PoW camp, Yamaguchi, Honshu, 
oonmit cruel and brutal atrocities in violation of 
the laws and customs of war. 

All guilty. 

Imprisonment with-hard lubour for 20 years, 1, 
it ii ii ii h 15 n 2 
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87-J Trial of Takeuchi, Huoshi and 7 others. 

Dato & Plaoe of Trial: 28 March 1946 at Yokohama, Japan, 


Charge: 


Verdict: 

Sentences: 


Botween 1 Sopt. 1942 and 15 August 1945, they 9idy 
at Tokyo Area PoW Branch CaB*> I, Honshu, conmit 
cruel and brutal altf'ooitf/as and other offences 
against prisoners of war, in violation of the laws 
and customs of war. 

All eight found guilty, 

Tjripri segment for 30 years,with hard labour, 1, 


88 - J Trial of Shiba, Tsutoms. 

Date & Place of Trial: 8 April 1946 at Yokohama. 

Charge: Between 1 Sept, 1943 and 20 January 1945 at 

Hamodate Main PoW camp, Hokkaido, Japan, did conmit 
and permit members of his command to commit, cruel, 
brutal and inhuman atrocities in violation of the 
laws and customs of war, against 2 American and 9 
British prisoners of war. 

Verdict; Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years aith hard labour. 

89- J Trial of Ikegarni, Uichi. 

Date & Place of Trial: 2 May 1946 at Yokohama, Japan, 


Charge; 


Verdict: 


Botween 15 October 1943 and 15 April 1944, at PoW 
camp 18-B, Kyushu, Japan, the accused did conmit 
and permit members of his command to conmit cruel 
and brutal atrocities in violation of the laws md 
customs of war against 3 Amorloan prisoners of war. 
Guilty, 


Sentence: Death by nanglng. 

90- J Trial of Ikeda, Yoshiyuki and 2 othors. 

Date & Place of Trial: 10 May 1946 at Yokohama, Honshu, Japan. 

- Charge: Between 1 June 1943 arid 1 Sept, at Kukuoka Area 

PoW camp 4, Kyushu, the accused did wilfully and 
unlawfully conmit cruel, inhuman and brutal atrocities 
and other offences against oertain Amerioan and 
Allied Prisop^rs of war, in violation of the laws 
and customs of war. 

Verdict: All three guilty, 

Sentenoes: Imprisonment with hard labour for 15 years, 3. 

91- J Trial of Aoki, Shoichiro. 

Date & Place of Trial: 24 May 1946 at Yokohama, Japan, 

Charge: Between 1 Dec, 1944 and 1 June 1945 at Umoda Bunsho 

PoW comp, Honshu, the accused, a civilian guard at 
the camp did wilfully and unlawfully commit cruel 
inhuman and brutal atrocities and other offences 
against American prisoners of war in violation of 
the lavra and customs of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: imprisonment with hard labour for 30 years. 








92- J Trial of Nagakura, Seizo. 

Date & Place of Trial: 10 May 1946 at Yokohama, Japan. 

Charge: Between 1 Oct, 1943 and 1 Sept. 19/15 the accused, 

a corporal in the Imperial Japanese Amy, did at 
PoW camp 3, Kyushu, Japan, wilfully and unlawfully 
cemmit cruol, inhuman and brutal atrocities and 
other offences against Amoricon and Allied prisoners 
of wax in violation uf tiae laws and customs of vvor» 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment with hard labour for 40 years. 

93- J Trial of Eanno, Kuzuo. 

Date & Place of Trial: 20 May 1946 at Yokohama, Honshu. 

Charge: Between 1 May 1945 and 30 August 1945, the accused 

a first lieutenant in the Imp rial Japanese Arny, 
and medical officer at Fukuoka Area Branch PoW camp 
23, Kyushu, Japan, did wilfully and unlawfully 
commit and permit persons under his supervision to 
conrnlt cruel, inhuman and brutal atrocities against 
American prisoners of war in violation of the law3 
and customs of war. 

Verdict; Not Guilty. 

94- J Trial of Kawasaki, Iwao. 

Date & Place of Trial: 12 June 1944 at Yokohama, Honshu. 

Charge: Between 1 February 1944 and 1 September .1945 the 

accused, then Sgt. in the Imp.Japanese Army, did, 
at PoW camp 3, Kokuro, Kyushu, Japan, commit cruel, 
inhuman and brutal atrocities and other offences 
against certain American and Allied PoW in violation 
of the laws and customs of v/nr« 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment with hard labour for 20 years. 

95- J Trial of ftLrata, Takeharu. 

Date & Place of Trial: 12 ^unc lyib at Yokohama. 

Charge: Between 11 January 1945 and 11 Juno 1945, at 

Fukuoka PoW comp 23, Kyushu, Japan, the accused, 
then a Lt, in the Imp. Japanc so Amy did commit and 
permit members of his command to commit cruel, 
inhuman and brutal atrocities and othor offences 
against certain American prisoners of war in 
violation of the laws .and customs of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 20 years with hard labour. 

96- J Trial of Akamatsu, Toranoshin, 

Date & Place of Trial: 29 May 1946 at Yokohama, Honshu. 

Charge: Botween 1 January 1943 and, 30 April 1945 at 

Yodogawa PoW camp, Osaka Area, Honshu, the accused, 
then a guard at said camp, did wilfully and unlaw¬ 
fully commit cruel, inhuman and brutal atrocities 
and other offences against certain American PoW in 
violation cf the laws and customs of -war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Iraprisonmon w • ftL fch bat ^ 1 A»oiu - O- ■* ife. 


-14- 


97- J Trial of Kameoka, Yoshio, 

Date & Place of Trial: 15 June 1946 at Yokohama, Jqpan. 

Charge: Between 19 April 1944 and 1 Sent. 1945 at Osaka 

Area PoW camp 11, Narumi, Honshu, the accused, then 
a civilian interpreter at said camp, did wilfully 
and unlawfully commit eiuel and brutal acts, 
atrocities and other offences against certain 
American prisoners of war in violation of the laws 
and customs of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment with hard labour for life, 

98- J Trial of Fukunaga, Takeo. 

Date & Place of Trial: 25th June 1946 at Yokohama, Honshu, 

Charge: Between 1 October 1944 and 31 March 1945 at 

Hiroshima PoW Branch camp 6, Honshu, the accused, a 
civilian medical orderly at said camp, did conmit 
oruel and brutal acts against certain Amerioan and 
Allied Prisoners cf War in violation of the laws 
and oustoms of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment with hard labour for two years. 

99- J Trial of Araki, Kuniichi. 

Date & Place of Trial: 12 June 1946 at Yokohama, Japan. 

Charge: Between 20 March 1943 and 10 ftbruary 1945 at 

Hakodate First Branch PoW camp, Hokkaido, the accrced, 
then s/sgt, and member of medical staff, did conmit 
cruel and brutal acts and other offences in violation 
of the law3 and customs of war, against 4 British and 
3 Dutch prisoners of war. 

Verdiot: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

100- J Trial of Mine no, Genji. 

Date & Place of jnaj.: Zp June x9*+6 at Yckoliax.a, Jqpan. 

Charge: Between 1 Feb,1943 and 1 Sept. 1946 at PoW camp 3, 

Kyushu, the accused, then a civilian guard, did 
wilfully and tinlawfully conmit cruel, inhuman and 
brutal atrocities and other offences against certain 
American and ALlied PoW in violation cf the laws and 
customs of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment with hard labour for 20 years. 

101- J Trial of Cfkazaki, Isojiro. 

Date & Place of Trial: 2nd July 1946 at Yokohama, Japan. 

Charge: Between 1 February 1945 and 16 May 1945 at Yodogawa 

PoW camp Osaka Area, Honshu, the accused, then a 
Superior Private, did ccmmit offonces in violation 
of the laws and customs of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment with hard labour for 2 years. 

102- J Trial of Kawakami, Harushigo and Shimodaira, Nazuo. 

Date & Place of Trial: 10 July 1946 at Yokohama, Honshu. 

Charge: Between 1 Aug 1943 and 31 May 1945, at and near 

Tokyo Area °oW Detached Camp 5, Both cf the accused 
then civilian employees of the Nippon Kokan Kaibu- 
shiki Kaisha, employed to guard PoW held captive at 
said camp by the Aimed forces of Japan, did violato 
the laws and customs of war. 

Verdict: Both accused found guilty. 

Sontcnces: Imprisonment far 12 years, with hard labour, 1. 

n n 20 " ” " ** 1. 
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103-J Trial of Kinura, Yasuvii. 

Date & Place of Trial: 20 July 1946 at Yokohama, 


Charge: 


Verdict: 

Sentence 


Between 10 April 1944 and 30 August 1945 .at .and near 
Omori ?oW cmirc Tokyo Area, the accused, then a 
civil guard, did violate the laws and customs of war. 
Guilty, 

Imprisonment ;ath hard labour for 5 years. 


104-,7 Trial of Shigoru 3av. da and . cInure. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 27 Peb, - 15 April 1946 at Shanghai 


Cl large: 


Verdict: 
Sentenc.G. 


Denial of ct. :us of prisoners of war to eight 
Doolittle Fliers, three of whom were illegally 
executed at Shanghai, China, on 15 October 1942. 
-.11 four found guilty. 

Imprisonment for 9 years, 1. 

II «l It II 7 

j j 


105-J Trial of Yoshio Nakano and 3 others. 

Date & Ppace of Trial: 6 ■■ 9 . vine 1946 at Shanghai, China. 


Charge: Torture of American Prisoners of War at Taihoku, 

, Pomona, on 30 May 1945. 

Verdict; A?.! four- found guilty. 

Sentences. Imprisonment for Tile, 1, 

1C years, 2, 

*' " 25 " , 1, 

Sentences approved. 

106- J. Trial of Jitsuo Dote and 7 others. 

Date & place of Trial: 1-22 July 1946 at Shanghai, China. 
Charge: Illegal tri J. and execution of 14 American PoW at 

Taihoku, Formosa on 19 June.’ 1945. 

Verdict: Guilty, 8, 

Sentences: Death, ; 2, 

Tmnvinr iinent for life, 2, 

" " W years, 1, 

" '• 30 " , 2, 

" • " .20 " , 1. 

107- J Trial of Seiichi Onietii ane 2 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 22 August 1946at Manila, Philippine Is, 


Charge: 


Verdict: 


Sentence. 


Murder, torture, assault and mistreatment of 
civilians at or near Damn jug and Toledo, Cebu 
Province, F.I„, on or about 7 april and 1 October 
1944. 

.Not Guilty, 2, 

Guil ty, l t 

In^risonmcnt for life. 


108-J Trial of Lt.Gen, ohiyoku Kou^ Imperial Japanese Army.(Koh, Ko) 
Date A Fi ve of Trial: 14 March 1946 at* Manila, P.I. 

Charge: ^twoon 9 March 1944 and 6 January 1945, while 

charged with the supervision, welfare, etc. of 
all nationals of the United States, its allies 
and dependencies held by the Imperial Japanose 
Government .3 prisoners of war, did wilfully and 
unlawfully disregard, neglect and fail to dis- 
nlv rgo his dutiec of command by permitting and 
sanctioning the canmission of brutal atbocities 
and other high Crimea against said PoW and non- 
combatant civilian internees; and he thereby 
violated tho laws of war. 

Verdict. Guilty. 

Sentence Death by ban ing. 

3c ^tervjo coni iu-ie’d. "... 
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109-J Trial of Murakami, Takuji and 12 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 21 Juno - 31 August 1946 at Yokohama. 
r h n »'gc: Between 25 Apiil 1943 and 15 August 1945, the 


Verdiot: 

Sentences: 


accusod at the Hiz-oshimu. TJV Dranoh Crrnp 2, or at 
the Hiroshima PoW Dospatch Camp 3, did violutc 
the laws and customs of war, Llieir victims being 
a number of Dutch and Austrian prisoners of v/or. 
All 13 found guilty. 


Death by hanging, 

Imprisonment with hard labour for 40 years. 


35 

20 

15 

6 

5 

3 

1 


2 , 

It 

1 , 

1 . 

2 , 

1 . 

3, 

1 , 

l. 


110-J Trial of W/0 Tomono Shundo, Kempei Tal, 

Date & Place of Trial: 28th March 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: -Execution of two United States airmen at S a igon 

in July 1945• 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence executed 23 May 1946, 


111-J Trial of Major Mabuohi Sctsu, Major Nakumura Kinji of the Medical 

Corps, and two others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 7th Juno 1946 at Singapore, 

Charge: Killing of an unknown United States airman at 

Saigon, P.1,0., in June 1945, by injecting novocain 
into the jugular vein. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 4, 


112- J Trial of Lt.Kuwahata Tsugio and Sgt.Maj.Murakami Isal. 

Date & Place of Trial: 1 June 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: Killing by beheading two United States airmen at 

Saigon, F.I.O. in June 1945. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sontonces: Each to suffer one year's rigorous Imprisonment. 

113- J Trial of Major Mizeuani Tatao, 

Date & Place of Trial: 13 May 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: (l)Responsible as Branch Commander for the death 
of about 600 American, Dutoh and Australian 
prisoners of war while working on the Buma-Siam 
Railway. 

( 2^Killing by shooting of a British prisoner of war, 
(3)Torture of a Burmese. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sontenoc: Death by hanging. 


114-J Trial of Capt.Uyeno Massakaru and Capt.Yamazaki Koneme, Medical 

Dato & Place of Trial: 17th April 1946 at Rangoon. 2 .Corps. 

Charge: As Conmonding Offiocr and Mcdioal Officer of tho 

New Lav/ Courts Jail Annex, Rangoon, Burma, in 
1944 , they were responsible for tho ill-trcatmcnt 
and neglect causing the deaths of five allied 
prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Uyeno, Cuilty. Yamnzaki, Acquittal. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence executed 19 June 1946. 















115-J Trial of Capt.Nagahara Kenzo and 3 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 2 May 1946 at Rangoon. 

Charge; As Commanding Officer, Medical Officor, Second 

in Command and Guard, respectively, in the New 
Lav/ Courts Jail, Rangoon, they were responsible 
for the raai-treatment of Allied prisoners of 
war causing the deaths of 11 prisoners uf war. 

Verdict: Not guilty: 2, 

Guilty: 2. 

Sentences: Dnprisonment for 4 years, 1. 

" " 2 " 1 . 

Sentences approved. 


116-J Trial of Capt. Tazumi Motozo and 3 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 6 June 1946 at Rangoon. 

Charge: As staff of Rangoon Central Jail from March 1944 

to May 1945, they were concerned with the ill- 
treatment resulting in the death of at least 
17 United States airmen, prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 4. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment fo? 15 years, 1, 

" " 7 " 1, 

" " 3 " 1. 


117-J Trial of Sgt.Maj.ikeda Kumejiro. 

Date & Place of Trial; 21 June 1946 at Rangoon. 

Charge: • As Medical Sergeant Major at Rangoon Central 

Jail from Novenbor 1943 to February 1944 he was 
responsible for the doath of five United States 
airman by failing to render proper medical 
attention. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 

110-J Trial of Sentaro Yamaguchi and 3 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 5th Sept, 1946 at Manila, P.I. 

Chargo: Murder of prisoners of war at or near Samarinda, 

Borneo, in February 1945. 

Verdict: Guilty, 3. 

1 unable to stand trial due to illness. 

Sentences: Doath by musketry, 3. 










VIII. French cases. 
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59/ Trial of Jean Lorenz Bauhofer. 

Date & Place of Trial: rermanent Military Tribunal at i/ijun, 
21at June, 1946. 

Cnarge Murder, torture and illegal arrest and confinement 

committed against French citizens. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death. Appeal lodged by Bauhofer. 


60) 2nd Trial of Kurt Peter Llindauer, 

Date & Place of Trial; 5th July 1946 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Toulouse. 

Charge: Co-operation with the Gestapo; illegal arrest and 

confinement of French citizens; torturing persons 
so arrested and confined, 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death. 

61) Trial of Reinhart Kurt Schneider. 

Date & Place of Trial: 17th July 1946 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Toulouse. 

Charge: Attempted murder of a French citizen. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 


Verdiot: 
Sentence: 


62) Trial of Martin Karl Roinhold Hannig, Walter Beler and Werner Hellig. 

Date & Place of Trial; 25th July 1946 before a Permrnont Military 
. Tribunal at Bordeaux 

Charge: As to Hannig and Beier, complicity in the murder of 

French prisoners of war. 

As to Hellig, murder of those prisoners of war. 
Verdict: All guilty, but with oxtenuating circumstances in 

favour of Beicr and Hellig. 

Sontonce : As to Hannig, Penal Servitude for life. 

As to Boier, Penal Servitude for 12 years. 

As to Hellig, Penal Servitude for 5 yuais. 


65) Trial of Oscar Geiger. 

Date & Place of Trial: 22na August 1946, before a Permanent 
Military Tribunal at Dijon. 

Charge: Pillage and sequestration committed against French 

civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence: Forced Labour for 10 years. 


64) Trial of Adolf Hoffmann. 

Dato 4 piaoe of Trial: 30th August 1946 before a Permanent 
Military Tribunal at Lyon. 

Charge: Wilful striking and wounding of a French civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for two years. 


3ek Cases, 


1) Trial of Italian Lt.Giovanni Ravalli and Bulgarian Lt.Anton Kaltcheff. 

Date & Place of Trial: 15th February 1946 before the Special 
War Cj-imep Court of Athens, 

Charge: (l) Organising the Bulgarian Comitate whose aim was 
the Bulgarisation of West Macedonia. 

(2) Directing and procuring arms, ammunition and money 
to Bulgarian ^omitadjis of West Macedonia. 

(3) Illtreatment, torture, unlawful imprisonment and 
deportation of civilians. 

( 4 ) Terrorism, (5) Rape, (6) Murders, Massacres. 

( 7 ) Pillage, (6) Wanton destruction of property. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentences: Imprisonment for life. 
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59/ Trial of Jean Lorenz Bauhofer. 

Date & Place of Trial; Permanent Military Tribunal at Dillon, 
21ot June, 1946. 

Charge Murder, torture and illegal arrest and confinement 

eomr.itted against French citizens. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death. Appeal lodged by Bauhofer. 


60 ) 2nd 


Trial of Kurt Peter Blindauer, 

Date & Place cf Trial: 9th July 1946 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Toulouse. 

Co-operation with the Gestapo; illegal arrest and 
confinement of French citizens; torturing persons 
so arrested and confined. 

Guilty. 

Death. 


Charge: 


Verdiot: 
Sentence: 


/ 


61) Trial of Reinhart Kurt Schneider. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 17th July 1946 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Toulouse. 

Charge: Attempted murder of a French oitizen. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 


62) Trial of Martin Karl Reinhold Hannig, Walter Beior and Werner Hellig. 

Date & Place of Trial; 25th July 1946 before a Permanent Military 
. Tribunal at Bordeaux 

Charge: As to Hannig and Beior, complicity in tho murder of 

French prisoners of war. 

As to Hellig, murder of those prisoners of war. 
Verdict: All guilty, but with extenuating circumstances in 

favour of Beicr and Hellig, 

Sentence : As to Hannig, Penal Servitude for life. 

As to Beior, Penal Servitude for 12 years. 

As to llellife, Penal Servitud for 5 years. 

65) Trial of Oscar Geiger. 

Date & Place of Trial: 22na August 1946, before a Permanent 
Military Tribunal at Dijon. 

Charge: Pillage and sequestration committed against French 

civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence: Forced Labour for 10 years, 

64 ) Trial of Adolf Hoffmann, 

Date Si Place of Trial: 30th August 1946 before a Permanent 
Military Tribunal at Lyon. 

Cl largo; Wilful striking and wounding of a French civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence? Tmgripormant for two years. 

IX. Gre ek Cases, 


1) Trial of Italian Lt.Giovanni Ravalli and Bulgarian Lt.Anton Kaltcheff. 
Date & Place of Trial: 15th February 1946 before the Special 
W&r Cj-imes Court of Athens, 

Organising the Bulgarian Comitate whose aim was 
the Bulgarisation of West Macedonia^ 

Direoting and procuring arms, ammunition and money 
to Bulgarian ^omitadjis of West Macedonia. 

Illtreatment, torture, unlawful imprisonment and 
deportation of civilians. 

Terrorism, ( 5 ) Rupo, ( 6 ) Murders, Massacres. 

Pillage, (f) Wanton destruction of property. 

Guilty. 

Imprisonment 1 'or life. 


Charge: (l) 
( 2 ) 
(3) 

Verdict: 
Sente nces: 
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C. 234* 

4th November, 1946* 


UTCTHD NATIONS Nidi CRE/EL CCti.il JoSICN 


L etter received by Lord Wright from , .pinionr iudo Baer. 


Dear Lord Wright, 

In Dct mtion Circular No. 27 you may have noticed that 
several Key Germans, who had been listed on United Nations 
liar Crimes Commission Lists Nos.7 and 9 have no - .; been 
arrested am? the detaining authorities -..ant instructions 
as to the disposal of these accused persons. 

You '..ill recall that these key men have been listed on 
the initiative of the Commission because, on account of their 
position, there was a strong presumption that they had taken 
part in the making of criminal policy. Wo hoped at that time 
that the National Offices would follow our oxanple, nrrl bring 
definite charges against those persons. 

In fact, however, tliis has not boon the etise. The 
National Offices have rightly or wrongly assumed that all these 
peoplo would bo tried by the occupying authorities, before 
some international or military court, and they have not sent 
us dossiers wliich ..o v.ere co>inting on having. Thu position, 
therefore, is now t.iat tneso persons nave boon arrested mid 
are Kept in custody on the strength of our lists and that no 
Government has claimed the right to tiy then. 

Wo must obviously take some sort of action in respect 
of those men. The first alternative is that they should bo 
tried by a tribunal in Gon..any. In tliis connection we night 
ask the Subsequent Proceedings Committee what are their intentions 
concerning these persons. 

Felling tills it seems to me tliut two course of action 
remain open to us: either wo shoiif ourselves fsimulate a 
charge showing their responsibility, communicating it tc tho 
governments concerned and ask them to send us dossiers if they 
think fit; or else, wo should advise the detaining authorities 
that ns charge has boon brought against these persons, and that 
they can be released,, so far as we are concerned. 

This last sug .action, however, would in my opinion bring 
no credit to tho ork of this Oou. ission and I would therefore be 
in favour of sane more active measure on your part. 


Yours sincerely. 


do i3aur. 










c. 235. 

8th November, 1946. 


UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION. 


Establishment of an "International Association of 
Donocr(Ytic Lawyers anc 1 . Resolutions adopted at its Inaugural 
Conference in Paris. 


The follov/ing letter from the Yugoslav 
representative on the United Nations 
War Crimes Commission, dated 2nd November, 
1946, contains information on the 
establishment of the organisation 
"International Association of Daugpratio 
Lawyers". Dr.Zivkovic*s letter (l) 
herewith circulated for the information 
of members, togother with the French 
text (il) and English translation (ill) 
of the Resolutions adopted by thi3 Organisation 

at its Paris gathering in October,1946a 


2nd ffovonber, 1946. 


Dear Lord Wright* 

I have just returned from Paris, where I have been attending 
an important gathering of jurists from 23 countries. 

These jurists met at^tho invitation of the French National 
Judicial Movement (Mouveraont national judiciaire francais), and 
acted as representatives of various national associations of lawyers. 
Among the representatives there were prominent persons such As Prof. 
Trainin from the U,3.G.R., Dr.Eoer from Czechoslovakia, Mr.Mitchison 
and Elwyn Jonos from the United Kingdom, General Taylor from the 
U.S.A. was deputised by Mr.Pomeranz, member of the American prosecuting 
body for the so-called "Subsequent proceedings", and the lioad of the 
American delegation was Mr.Hartin Popper, Secretary of the National 
Lawyers Guild fror.i New York. There wore representatives of Republican 
Spain and of many latin American and Middle East countries, apart 
from that leading French personalities attended as observers, such as 
Prof.Reno Cassin and M.Rilco oral MJDo medicu do Vabies, so tliat tiui 
mooting was a very representative one. 

The meeting ended in two extremely important decisions. 

First it founded a world society of jurists which was called the 
"International Association of Democratic Lawyers". Professor Cassin 
was elected President of the Association. The new body './ill immediately 
. 300 k recognition from the United Nations Organisation as one of the 
non-govom lcntal international organisations provided for in Article 
71 of the Charter of the United Nations. 

/Second 
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Socond, the meeting adopted a Resolution on Crimes against 
Humanity, ,\ copy of \/hich I ar.i glad to bo in a poo it:.on to attach to 
this latter. The Resolution is far-roocuing in that it recommends that 
crijncs against humanity be regarded as a permanent part of tho future 
International Penal Lav. - , and that they represent the legal guarantee 
of '..hat ’is cullod the "human rights and fundamental freedoms" in 
iirtiolo 55’(c) of the Charter of the United Nations, inis is recommended 
ns a peace-tine measure, covuiiiig all the countries of the vorld* 

Third, and in connection with the above, a second Resolution 
va3 adopted os to the necessity of trying the nnzi industrialists 
and financiers before another International ilitaiy Tribunal, tho 
text of v.hich is also attached to this letter. 

Finally, a third Resolution was adopted condemning Franco's 
regime in Spain and declaring that it was conducting persecutions 
representing critics against humanity. Unfortunately I have been 
unable to get tho text of this Resolution, as I had to leave Paris 
before the text was distributed. 

I beliove that this new contribution to the improve] icnt of Inter¬ 
national Lav \.lll interest all the members of our Cc» mission, and I 
should be grateful if you would kindly inform thorn of ny communication. 

Yours Very sincerely, 

(s) Rr Zivkovic. 


11 . 

RESOLUTION GENERuLrl 


Le CongrA^, International qui, sur 1 'initiative du Mouvcment 
National Tudiciairc Francois, a reuni 4 Paris les 24, 25# 26, 27 Octobro 
1946, dos juristes des Etats-Unis dhjndriquo, do l'U.R.S.S. de Grnndo- 
Brctogne, dc France, dc 3olgique, de Bulgarie, de Colombio, do Cuba, 
d'Egypte, d'E3pogne, de Grdcc, d'Irnn, du Luxembourg, du Koxique, de 
Norvdgo, des itys-Bas, do Pologne, de Rdpubliquq .argentine, de Romanic, 
dc Suisse, de Tehdcoalovuquie, du Venezuela, de Yougoslavio, pour 
rucharchor les dltfnonts d'nn droit cm mn international sur la "Repression 
des crimes naais contro l'hunanitd” et sur "la protection dos libortds 
ddmocratiqucs 

GonsicuSront que i'diaooration a'une p;.ix aurxDlo est le cut 
essonti.-eL des ddmocrr.tes du 1 .rondo ontier, que les .juristes ddmocratos 
ont le devoir, dc toute lour outerit6 et de toutu lour science, d'y ooncourir. 

Considdi’ont que l'avenir do la puix est lie a* la disparition du 
fascisna ot au renforooment du la faSuocratie; que les jurist03 
diomocrates doivent chercher les moyens provav 3 4 hater et <4 parfaire 
cotte disposition et ce rcnforcumont; 

I 

Considdrant qu'un certain nor.ibre de ces moyens a. paroissent 4 
la lumidro dec presents ddbats coir.o dtant de droit commun international; 

/qu'il 












qu'il inporte dc lea fuirc connaitre et de los ddvclopper; 

Le Congrds n vot<5 les resolutions siiivantsB: 

1° ) - REPRESSION DES CKL/iES NAZIS CONTIiE L'HUk^NITL 

Consiuerunt quo ics pruuvos sont <5tr.oJ.ioa do 1 ! extermination 
systdnntiquo par los nazis de nonbreux millions do civils innocents: 

Cons id<5 rant quo ccs assassinats do masse qui pouvent etro 
qualifies do gdnocide, constituent par lour nature des crimes 
intomationaux do droit comnun, rdprinds par toutos los lois pdnalos 
prdcxistantos, dont l'idontitd ddfinit lc droit comnun international; 

Considdrant quo 1'dtendue dc la culpabilitd do cos crimes centre 
1'humonitd rdsultc de la publicity dc lour pr&ndditation, quo le 
parti nazi constitue de cc chef uno organisation & 1'activity 
crininellc, dont toutos les lois pdnalos prdexistantos chatient tous 
les librc3 participants, par uno dauxidme application dc droit cornraun 
international; 

Considerant quo lo jugonont do Nuremberg du ler u ctobre 1946 
constituo le promior acte qui est do grando portdo, do la justice 
pdnalc intcmationnlc; 

Qu'il convient notamment do mosurer touto 1'importance do 
la oondamnation par cc jugement commc "organisations criminclles" 
dos "SS" dc la "Gestapo" ot "SD" et des 4 dcholons supdriours du 
"Corps des chefs du parti nazi"; 

'Qu'il convient aussi de saluor les mombres dminents dos 
accusations allides qui ont rduni ct prdscntd devant ce tribunal 
los documents los plus accablant3 dos crimes naZis; 

Considdrnnt cue 1 'npression ou "crime de guerre" commis par 
1'Allcmagne nazie ot retenu par le Tribunal dc Nuremberg n'a dtd 
qu'un moyen dc ddveloppencnt de l'entreprise d'extermination, 

"crime contro l'humanitd" poursuivie par essence par le nazismo; 

1°) - Sont coupables do crimes contro l'humanitd et sont 

punissables comno tels, coux qui exterminont ou porsdeutont un individu 
ou un groupe d'individus, en raison dc lour nationalitd, de lour 
race dc lour religion ou dc lours opinions. Ces crimes scront punis 
ndno lorsqu'ils scront commis par dos individus ou des organisations 
agiosant commo organcs dc l'Etat ou avoc 1'encouragement ou la 
toldrance de l'Etat. 

Los crimes contro 1 'hunanitd.oorrt independents de l'dtat de 
guerre. 

2°) - Les auteurs dos erL:ioo centre l'humanitd doivent actucl- 
lemcnt ctro jugds dans l'Etat sur le territoiro ou contre los citoyons 
duquel les crimes ont dtd commis. Si la rdpression no pout, pas ctro 
excrcde par un tribunal national, les coupables doivent dtre ddfdrds 
& vine juridiction pdnale into mat ionalc. 

L'extradition dec criminals est dUe. 

3°) • LI convient quo, pour l'avenir, la repression dos crimes 
centre l'humanitd s'insdre d'urgoncc dans un code pdnnl international 







ot quc soit constitudo A'brcf ddlai un„ juridictiun p3iir.de; Interna¬ 
tionale# 

4°) - 1-1 cat ndcoBsairo quc lcs luis rdprir.cnt Ion propngandos 
qui prdconiscnt 1' extermination ou la persecution d'un individu ou 
d'un groupo d'individus* -n raison do lour- nationalitd, do lour 
raco, dc lour religion ou do lour^opinion. 1 ddnooratinnon, 

11 - PROTECTION DOS LIBERT EC LEGClo7.fi TUES. • 

Considdrant quc la construction d'une prdx durable oxigo lo 
rospoct do a libcrtds ddnoerntiquos essentielles, garanti par un 
syotdne do sanctions offcctives rdprinnnt touto , ttcintc A la libertd. 

1°) Le Congrds constate 1 'existence d'un droit cca.inun international 
pour la protection des libcrtds norules, conpronant la libertd do 
purule, la liberie fie reunion, la. lia^rtd do conscience et la libertd 
de culto. 

2°) Le Congrds constate 1 •existence d'un droit cor.nun international 
pour la protection des libertds physiquos conpronant, d'une part, 

1'inviiabilitd du domicile ot le secret de lr. correspondance, ct 
d'autre part, la.libertd de la ddfense avec la saisine de la justice, 

1'inddpcndoncc du jugo et la publicitd des ddbats. 

3°) Le CongrAs constato l'oxistcnce d’un droit coivimun international, 
pour la protection dos libertds civiquce, conpronant l'eloctorat et 
1'dligibilitd sons distinction d'origino ou du croyanceo. 

4°) Le Congrds constate 1'existence cl'un droit cemmun international 
pour la protection de la libertd syndicalo et du droit des travaill^urs 
A la sdcurite socinlo. 


RESOLUTION 
-ooOoo- 

Le Congrds International des juristes rduiiis A Paris, les 
24, 25, 26 & 27 Octobre 1946, ayant dtudid d'une facon teute parti- 
culidro la question des crimes contrc 1 'hui.ranitd ct plus spdcialonent 
collo dc3 consdquoncos juridiques du proeds do Nuremberg, denando: 

1°) quo lee chuPs indust riels qui ont participd A la conspiration 
du gouveroeuent nazi tondant A entreprondre unc guerre d'agression et A 
qui inconbe per- lours seoours financiers et autreo nayens dcononiquos, tine 
responsabilitd dgalo A colle des chefs politique3 et i;dlitaires nazio 
pour d'innoa.ibrables crir.ies centre 1 'hunanitd, soient tradtiits dovant un 
tribunal cor.no orininals do guerre; 

2°) quo la liste de cos crimlnols soit drassdo par un record coi nun 
des nations qui ont erdd le Tribunal de Nuremberg; • 

3°) qu'un second tribunal nilitairu int>-r.ir tional soit erdo 
confomdmont aux dispositions do 1'accord de I/j.idros duvant le quel 
les industriolc ut financiers nasis accusds solvent pours ui vis pour 
lours crir.ies; 

4-0 quo cettu rdsolution soit tronr.nia-j A tons les nembres dos 
nations unios# 
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III. 

TR.A'SL.TIOIT . 

G E N A R L RESOLUTION. 


Tho International Congress comprising jurists of the U.S...., 
the U.S.S.R., Great Britain, France, 3elgj.un, Bulgaria, Colcribia, 

Cuba, Egypt, Spain, Greece, Iran, Luxembourg, ^-exioo, Nor./ay, the 
Netherlands, Poland, the .ngontino Republic, Roumania, Switzerland, 
Czechoslovakia, Venezuela, Yugoslavia, which was assembled at Paris 
on October 24th, 25th, 26th and 27th October, 1946, at the instance 
of the Frcncn National Judicial Association (Mouvemont National 
Judiciairc Francois), to work out tho design for a common lav of 
nations for the "punishment of Nazi crimes gainst humanity" and tho 
"protection of democratic liberties". 

Whereas the establishment of a durable peace is tho essential 
aim of democrats throughout tho world; and whereas it is tho duty of 
democratic jurists to assist in this object with all the authority and 
conscience at th^ir disposal; 

Wheroas the future of peace is linked with tho disappearance 
of Facisin and the strengthening of democracy; and 

Whereas it is the duty of democratic jurists to discover all 
the appropriate means for hastening and completing the disappearance 
of Fascism a.id the strengthening of democracy; 

’(/heroas sene of these means appear, in the light of the present 
discussions, to be matters of the common lav of nations; and whereas it 
is important to make then generally known and develop them; 

has adopted the following resolutions. 

1. PUNISHMENT OF NAZI CRIMES AGAINST HUMANITY. 


Whereas it has been established by evidence that the Nazis 
undertook the systematic extermination of many millions of innocent 
civilians; 

"Where.as these mass murders, which may bo described as genocide, 
constitute by their very nature crimes under the common lav of nations, 
punishable by .nil pre-existing penal lavs, tlio identical general 
principles of wliioh proclaim the existence of a common lav of nations, 

Y/horeos the oxtent of the culpability forthesu crimes against 
humanity is manifest from the publicity with which they w ore planned, 
and vher-as the Nazi Party consequently constitutes a criminal organisation 
in -which all vho hr.ve freely participated arc punishable by all pre¬ 
existing penal legislation, and theroforu .also und.or the comr.ion lav/ of 
nations; 


Whereas the Nuremberg judgment of October 1st, 1946, constitutes 
the first act of international justice having an extended scope; 


/\ ."he re as. . 
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1 .Tie re us it is desirable to rv prockaty the liili importniico of 
tho coiTd.or.umtion, in that judgment, of the SS., the Gestapo and 
S.D., and of the four higher groups of the Nazi leadership corps nr 
"crinii-'d organisations"; 

’t.hoiecus it is also desirable to pay tribute to the eminent 
members of the .Hied prosecuting staffs who collected and submitted 
documents containing overwhelming proof of the Nazi crimes to the 
.above-mentioned tribunal; 

'Thereas tho aggression or "the crime of v.ar" committed by Nazi 
Germany and placed on record by tho Nuremberg Tribunal was simply a 
means for tho development of the planned extermination - thii "crime 
against humanity" which v/as the essential policy of Nazism; 

(1) Persons who exterminate or persecute an individual 

or a group of individuals on account of their nationality, their race, 
their religion, or their opinions, arc guilty of crimes against humanity 
and are punishable as such. These crimes must bo punished even if they 
arc o emitted by individuals or organisations acting; as organs of the 
Stato or with the encouragement or countcnanoo of the State. 

Crimes against humanity arc independent of the existence of a 
state of war. 

(2) The perpetrators of crimes against humanity ha.ve, at 
present, to be tried in the State in -./nose territory, or against whose 
nationals, the crimes were committed. Incases where their punishment 
cannot be underttJcen by a national tribunal the guilty persons should bo 
sont for trial to an international criiinal court. 

Extradition of the criminals nay be claimed. 

(3) It is urgently desirable, in regard to future 
cases, tliat the punishment of crimes against humanity should be 
embodied in an international penal code, and that an international 
criminal judiciary should be constituted in the near future. 

(4) It is essential that there should bo laws for the 
punislinorrt of propaganda advocating the exter.iirv.tion or the 
persecution of any individual or group of individuals on account 

of thoir nationality, tlieir race, their religion or their democratic 
opinions. 


11. PROTECTION OP DEMOCR/.TIC hi aiMIES . 

\7heroas the establishment of durable peace requires respect for 
essential democratic liberties, guaranteed bv a nyston of effective 
penaliios for aey at modes upon freedom; 

(1) The Congress recognises tile existence cf a coi.Tion 
law of nations for tho protection of spiritual liberties, including 
freedom of speech, froodar.: of association, freedom of conscience, 
find freodort of • .orshlp; 

( 2 ) The Congress recognises the existence of a common 
law of nation*’ for the protection o. physical liberties, including, on 
the'one hand, inviolability of the home, ..mcrocy oi‘ correspondence, 

/and.. 









and, on the other hand, freedom of defence, with ..ceuss to the courts, 
the independence of judges and the publicity of trials* 

(3) The Congress rocognisoo the exisionoo of a corner, lnv: of 
nations for the protection of civil liberties, including elector'l 
freedom .and the eligibility <. f candidates irrespective of their 
origin or religion. 


(4) The Congress recognises the existence of a canon lav 
of nations for theprotection of the freedom of trades unions, the 
rights of the workers and social security. 


RESOLUTION 


The International Congress of Jurists which not at Paris on 
October 24th, 25th, 26th and 27th, 1946, having devoted special attention 
to the quostion of crimes against humanity and more' particularly to 
the legal consequencos of the Nuremberg trial, hereby demands 1 

1. That the industrial loaders who took part in the conspiracy 
of the Nazi Government aiming at tho launching of a war of aggression 
and who have, as a consequence of the support which they provided by 
financial and other economic means, incurred, responsibilities equal to 
those of the political and military Nasi loaders for innumerable crimes 
against humanity, should be sent before a court for trial as war criminals. 

2. That a list of these criminals should bo drawn up by agreement 
between the nations which constituted the Nuremberg Tribunal; 

3. That a second international military tribunal should be set 
up in conformity with the provisions of the London Agreement and that 
tho accused Nazi industrinlists and financiers should be tried by it for 
their crimes. 

4 . That the present resolution should be transmitted to all the 
members of the United Nations. 


C.236 

11th November. 1946. 

UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION. 


Statement by Committee III 

comparing its general propositions regarding the term 
"Crimes against Humanity" 

as set out in its report Doc.C.201, with the law applied by the 
International Military Tribunal at Nuremberg, 


Committee III discussed in its meetings held on 30th 
October 1946 (Minutes No.22/46) and 7th November 1946, 
(Minutes No.23/46), the bearing of the Nuremberg 
Judgment on the term "crimes against humanity". It 
adopted unanimously the statement reproduced below, 
showing on the left hand side the analysis of the term . 
by Committee III, as contained in Doc,C.201, and on the 
right hand side the comment on these propositions which 
is called for by the Nuremberg Judgment, 


I 

General Propositions ( 
contained in 
Doc. C. 201. 


l) According to the basic docu¬ 
ments (Chartor of the International 
MLlitary Tribunal annexed to the 
Pour-Power Agreement of 8th August 
1945, as rectified by the Berlin 
Protocol of 6th October 1945; the 
Control Council Law No,10; the 
Charter of the International 
Military Tribunal for the Par East), 
crimes against humanity may consist 
in the violation 

either of the laws and customs 
of war (x) 

or of positive municipal pro¬ 
visions of criminal law, 

or of the general principles 
of criminal law as derived 
from the criminal law of all 
civilized nations, 

(x) Footnote to paragraph 1, 

It might bo argued that in a 
purely scientific system, violations 
of the laws and customs of war 
should not be included in the term 
"crimes against humanity", which 
should be restricted to such 
offences as do not fall under the 
term of violations of the lav/s and 
customs of war, but the Committee's 
task is to interpret the basic 
documents. 


Comment on the General Propositions 
in the light of the 
Nuremberg Judgment. 


l) • The Nuremberg Judgment deals 
only with tho law to bo applied by 
the Tribunal, ie., the law formula¬ 
ted in the Charter annexed to the 
Four-Power Agreement of 8th August, 

1945. 

The Tribunal is also of the 
opinion that one and the same act 
may constitute both a war crime in 
the narrower sense and a crime 
against humanity. 


Footnote to paragraph 1, 

The Tribunal felt that there 
was this overlapping of the terms 
"war crime" and "crimes against 
humanity". It used the term 
"crime against humanity" also in 
a narrower 3ense, comprising only 
such activities as are not 
violations of the laws and customs 
of war, e.g., on p.16943, where the 
Tribunal, dealing with Germanization, 
interpreted the expression "crime 
against humanity" as a term covering 
criminal denationalisation in areas 
to which the laws and customs of war 
did not apply. 
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2) Under the basic documents there 
ure two different types of crimes 
against humanity which, with a few 
exceptions, are subject to the same 
provisions, namely: 

(a) crimes of the murder type, 

(murder, extermination, en¬ 
slavement, deportation and other 
inhumane acts.) The words "other 
inhumane acts" may be held to 
cover only serious crimes of a 
character similar to murder, ex¬ 
termination, enslavement and de¬ 
portation - eiusdem generis rule 
of interpretation; 

(b) persecutions (on.political and 
racial, under the Charter of 8th 
August 194-5, also religious, 
grounds.) 


2) Though the Nuremberg Judgment 
docs not speak of two different 
typos of crimes against humanity, 
crimes of the murder type, and 
persecutions, it remains possible 
to make a distinction between 
those two types. This does not 
imply, however, that practical 
consequences arise from the 
distinction. 


3) Hie Charter of the European Inter- 3) No comment on paragraph 3 is 

national Military Tribunal (Art.6) and called for. 

the Charter of the International Military 

Tribunal for tre par bast (Art, 5) start 

from the basic assumption that the major 

war criminals-committed crimes against 

humanity acting in the interest of the 

European Axis Countries, or in the interest 

of the Japaneso war effort ("Par Eastern 

War Criminals"), as the case may be, 


This assumption is not expressed in 
the local lav/ of Germany, as laid down by 
the Control Council Law No.10 for crimin¬ 
als other than major war criminals, 

4) Under the terms of the Charters of 
the International Military Tribunals, 
"crimes against humanity" of the murder 
type are offences committed against 
civilian populations. 


4) The Tribunal does not distinguish 
between crimes of the murder type and 
persecutions. Hiis does not, 
however, make necessary a raodificatit • 
of paragraph 4* 


Crimes against members of belliger¬ 
ent forces are outside the scope of this 
type of crimej us regards crimes of the 
persecution type, the Oommittee assumes 
that the intention is to exclude also 
this type of crime, though the wording 
is not quite clear. 


5) "Persecutions" constitute crimes 
against humanity only if perpetrated 
on political and racial (under the 
European Charter also religious) 
grounds. In the case of the major 
war criminals, it is a further 
condition that "persecutions" bo 
in execution of or in connection 


5)' The opinion that the ants be in 
execution of or in connection with any 
crime within the jurisdiction of the 
International Military Tribunal applies, 
according to the Nuremberg Judgment, to 
all kinds of orimes against humanity 
committed by the major German war crimi« 
nols, and is not restricted to what in 
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'1th ary crime within 11 ie 
jurisdiction of an International 
Military Tribunal (i,e. crimes 
against peace, violations of the 
laws and customs of war, crimes 
against humanity of the murder 
type. ) 


6) Isolated offences do not fall 
within the notion. As a rule 
systematic mass action, particularly 
if it can be shown to be authorita¬ 
tive, will be necessary to transform 
a common crime, punishable merely 
under municipal lav/, into a crime 
against humanity which thus becomes 
also the concern of International 
Lav/, Only crimes which either by 
their magnitude and savagery or by 
their great number or by the fact 
that a similar pattern is applied 

at different times and places, 
endanger the international community 
or shock the conscience of mankind, 
warrant intervention by States 
other than that on whoso territory 
the crimes have been committed, or 
whose subjects have became their 
victims. 

7) It is irrelevant whether a 
crime against humanity has been 
committed before cr during the war. 


Doc.C. >01 was caned persecutions. 

As far as the major war criminals 
who wore tried at Nuremberg were 
concerned, it is now established 
that tho connection v/ith the war is 
necessary in both types of crimes 
against humanity. 

This rule is, however, restri¬ 
cted to cases falling under the 
Charter of the International Military 
Tribunal, It does not apply in 
the caso of other than the"major 
war criminals", particular^ in the 
oases to be adjudicated upon under 
the Control Council Lav/ No, 10, the 
corresponding provision of which 
does not contain the words "in 
execution of or in connection with 
ary crime within the jurisdiction of 
t&e Tribunal". (See Doo.C.237, 
paragraph XXVII). 

6) As the Judgment deals only 
v/ith the major war criminals, the 
statement contained in paragraph 6 
is not affected. 


7) As far as tho German major war 
criminals are concerned, the state¬ 
ment that it is irrelevant whether 
a crime against humanity has been 
conmitted before or during the war, 
though based on the express provi¬ 
sion to the same effect contained 
in the Charter, must be consider¬ 
ably qualified in view of the 
Nuremberg Judgment, Although in 
theory it remains irrelevant whether 
a crime against humanity v/as 
committed before or during the war, 
in practioe it is difficult to 
establish the connection between 
what is alleged to be a crime 
against humani'tv and a crime within 
the jurisdiction of the Tribunal, 
il the act was committed before the 
war. 
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On the other hand, if the 
commission of an inhumane act 
charged in the Indictment took 
place during the rnr, its connection 
with the war has been assumed by the 
Tribunal. Inhumane acts conmitted 
in Austria alter the occupation by 
Germany, are to be considered crimes 
against humanity because of their 
connection with the occupation of 
Austria, which was an act of aggres¬ 
sion and therefore a crime against 
peace. Inhumane acts committed on 
Czechoslovak territory after the 
occupation of the so-called Sudeten 
territory, are, in the light of the 
Nuremberg Judgment, either crimes 
against humanity or war crimes in the 
narrower sense. 


8) The nationality of the 
victims is irrelevant. 


9) Not only the ringleaders but 
also the actual perpetrators of 
crimes against humanity are 
criminally responsible. 


As far as crimes against 
humanity allegedly comrdtted by minor 
peipotrators oie concerned, th6 
Judgment does not necessarily mean 
that the Commission should regard 
them as crimes against humanity only, 
if they are connected with the war, 
because this connection is made a 
condition only in the law to bo 
applied to major war criminals. 

8) . The Conmittee's statement that 
the nationality of the victim i3 
irrelevant, was based on the words 
of the Charter, "committed against 
any civilian population". Here 
again, the proposition remains true 
in theory, but must, according to 
the view of the Nuremberg Tribunal, 
be considerably qualified with 
regard to acts coirmittod before the 
war by the German major war criminals 
in (brmany against German nationals. 
Even with regard to revolting and 
horrible crimes the connection with 
aggression or with war crimes in the 
narrower sense must be proved and 
where the proof is not satisfactory, 
they are not considered by the 
International Military Tribunal as 
crimes against humanity within the 
meaning of the Charter. 

The restriction applies only as 
far as the law to be applied to 
major war criminals is concerned, 

9) The problem of lessor 
perpetrators was outside t he pro¬ 
ceedings before the International 
Military Tribunal, 
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10) It is irrelevant whether or 
not a crime against humanity has 
boon onrnrnittad in violation of 
the lex loci, 

11) A crime against humanity 
can bo committed by enacting 
legislation which orders or 
permits crimes against humanity, 
e*g« unjustified killing, de¬ 
portations, racial discrimina¬ 
tion, suppression of civil 
liberties, etc. 


10) The irrelevance of the lox 
looi has been confirmed by the 
Tribunal, 

11) The proposition that a crime 
against humanity can be comnitted 
by enacting legislation whioh 
orders or permits crimes agains t 
humanity, has been endorsed by 
the Tribunal as is particularly 
shown in the case of the defendants 
Prick and von Neurath. 


o 
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Tho Bearing.of the Nuremberg Judgment 
on the Interpretation of tho term "Grimes against Humanity" 
■with special regard to the work of the Commission 
and to the provisions of the Control Council Law No.10. 


By Egon Schvrelb, Legal Officer. 


Thy following report, first circulated on 26th 
October 1946, as a working paper for Committee III, 
(Doc.IH/ 62 ), formed the basis of the discussion in 
Committee III which load to the adoption of its 
statement which has now boon circulated as Document 

C.236. 

Committee III decided unanimously to circulate 
to members of tho Commission, in addition to its 
statement (c.236), also the report prepared for it 
by the Legal Offioor. Paragraph XXVI of this paper 
is now superseded by the statement contained in Doc. 
C.236. 
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Introd victory. 


In the meeting of Committee III held on 2nd October 1946, (Minutes 
No,21A-6), Committee III charged this writer with preparing a paper 
aru'lysing U, Nuru.-iiLt<rg judgnt*;.'■ fur aa it dealt with crime a against 
humanity f and to try to act ^ut what tearing- the judgment had on the 
interpretation of the notion of "crimes against humanity", and, conse¬ 
quently, on the charges involving crimes against humanity with which 
Committee III was dealing. 

The present paper is based on the original transcript of pages 16794-17077 ( 
the transcript which was made available to this writer by the British 7ar 
Crimes Executive, At the time of writing, the part dealing with the 
sentences on the individual defendants is not yet available. 

The numbers in this paper refer to the pages of the official 
Nuremberg transcript, 

II. Earlier discussion of the term "Crimes 
against Humanity" by Committee III. 

The general questions connected with the notion of "crimes against 
humanity” were discussed by this writer in the paper III/33 of 22nd 
larch 1946. Its conclusions were, 'with certain amendments, adopted by 
Conniittoe III in its report Doc.C,201, 

As 7/ill be seen, the interpretation, by the Nuremberg Tribunal, of 
the tent "crime against humanity ", does not fully coincide with the 
interpretation contained in the papers III/33 end 0,201, It will be 
seen particularly that the International Military Tribunal has interpre¬ 
ted the term in a narrov/or sense than in the documents quoted. It will 
also be-seen that the International Military Tribunal appears to have 
attributed more relevance to the Berlin Protocol of 6th October 1945 
tlian this 'writer did in his note on the Berlin .Protocol contained in 
Doc,C.193. • ^ 

I II. General Attitude of the Tribunal to the Lav/ of the Charter. 

\ » . 

The Tribunal lias said, (p.16799) that the provisions of Art,6, of 
the Charter of the International Military Tribunal "are binding upon 
the Tribunal as the lav/ to be applied to the case". 

The Oourt declared: "The law of the Charter is decisive and binding 
upon the Tribunal, , 

The making of the Charter v/as the exorcise of the sovereign 
legislative power by the countries to v/hioh the German Reich uncondi¬ 
tionally surrendered; and the undoubted right of these countries to 
legislate for the occupied territories lias been recognised by the 
civilised world. The Charter is not an arbitrary exercise of power on 
the part of the victorious nations, but in the view of the Tribunal, as 
v/ill be shov/n, it is the expression of international law existing at the 
time of its creation; and to that oxtent is itself a contribution to 

international law. " (p.l6871.) ’ *’, 

• * ' . 

On p.16925, the Tribunal says: "The .Tribunal is, of course, bound 
by the Charter in the-definition which it givts both of "war crimes" 
and "crimes against humanity". " 
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Tho Tribunal conceived it3 task to bo the and 

application of the law as laid down in the Charter. It did not oonsidcr 
itself to be called upon to make new law (judge-made lav/) on the one 
hand, or to examine the legality or otherwise of its constituting Charter 
on the other, aiwiougn it aid express tno opinion tmu, the law as luiu 
down by the Charter was in accordance with the existing international 
law and in conformity with the law of all nations, (e.g. on p,l6880)« 

IV. The crime a.c.ainst peace as the supreme war crime. 

In dealing with Count 1 of the Indictment, (Conrion Plan or 
Conspiracy), and Count (Aggressive War; Crimes against Poaoe), the 
Tribunal stated (p.lbBly^: *xo initiate a war or aggression, Ihuiei'oru, 
is not only an international crime; it is the supreme international crime 
differing only from other war crimes in that it contains within itself 
the accumulated evil of the whole. 





The first acts of aggression referred to in the Indictment are the 
seizure of Austria and Czechoslovakia; and the first war of aggression 
charged in the Indictment is the war against Poland begun on 1st 
September 1939* " 

The Tribunal further stated with regard to aggression against 
Austria that: "the facts plainly prove that the methods employed to 
achieve the object wore those of an aggressor" (p.l683l). The Tribunal 
also accepted the proposition of tho prosecution as to the aggressive 
character of the seizure of Czechoslovakia (pp.16832-16837). And it 
stated, on p,16847: "The Tribunal i3 fully satisfied by the evidence that 
tho war initiated by Germany against Poland on 1st September 1939 was 
most plainly an aggressive war, which was to develop in due course into 
a war which embraced almost the whole world, and resulted in the commission 
of countless crimes, both against the laws and customs of war, and against 
humanity. " 

V. Re jection of the charges for conspiracy to (jommi t 
war crimes and' crime's against humanity.* 

In the statement of the law as to the conrion plan or conspiracy, tho 
Tribunal said: "Count One, however, charges not only the conspiracy to 
commit aggressive war, but also to commit war crimes and crimes against 
humanity. But the Charter does not define as a separate crime any 
conspiracy excopt the one to commit act3 of aggressive war. Art,6, of 
the Charter provides: 

" Loaders, organisers, instigators and accomplices participating 
in the formulation or execution of a common plan or conspiracy 
to commit any of the foregoing crimes are responsible for all 
acts performed by any persons in execution of such plan." 

In the opinion »f the Tribunal these v/ords do not add a now and 
separate eri"r> to those already listed. The words are designed to 
establish the responsibility of persons participating in a common plan. 

The Tribunal will therefore disregard the charges in Count One that the 
defendants conspired to commit war crimes and crimes against human ity, 
and will consider only the common plan to prepare, initiate and wage 
aggressivo war." (p. 16884). 

The Tribunal, therefore, dismissed tho accusation as far as it 
charged the defendants with having conspired to commit war crimes 
and crirwjs against humanity. 


* 
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Y4.iLi.lUng of 'Us eless eaters"as a cayiae againatjxumanjty. 

In the part of the Judgment which deals with war crimes and crimes 
against humanity generally, the Tribunal, after having dealt with the 
war crime of ordering slave labour, referred to the killing of insane 
and incurable people a3 follows: "Reference should also be made to the 
policy which was in existence in Germany by the sunnier of 1940, under 
which all aged, insane, and incurablo pooplo, "useless eaters", wexu 
transferred to special institutions where they were killed, and their 
relatives informed that they had died from natural causes. The victims 
were not confinod to German citizens, but included ffeign labourers, 
who were no longer able to work, and were therefore useless to the German 
war machine. It has been estimated that at least some 275,000 people 
were killed in thi3 manner in nursing homos, hospital and asylums, which 
were under the jurisdiction of the defendant Prick, in his capacity as 
Minister of the Interior. Hew many foreign workers were included in 
this total it has been quite impossible to determine, *' (p. I 6916 / 7 ). 

It will be noted that the Tribunal is oaroful to point out that the 
victims were not confinod to Gorman citizens, but included foreign 
labourers and that it was quito impossible to determine how many foreign 
workers were included in the estimated total of people killed. 

VII.The persecution of Jews as a crime against humanity. 

With respoct to'the persecution of tho Jows, the Tribunal stated 
that the persecution of tho Jews at the hands of the Nazi Government 
was proved in the greatest detail before the Tribunal. It was a record 
of consistent and systematic inhumanity on the groatest scale, (p.16917). 

The Tribunal recalled the anti-Jevish policy as formulated in Point 4 in 
the Programme of the Nazi Party of 24th February 1920 (p.l69l8 in connec¬ 
tion with p,16801), and continued; 

" The Nazi Party preached these doctrines throughout its history. 

"Der Stuermer" and other publications were allowed to disseminate hatred 
of the Jews, and in the speeches and public declarations of the Nazi 
leaders, the Jews vrero held up to public ridicule and contempt. 

With the seizure of power, tho persecution of the Jews was intensified. 
A series of discriminatory laws wore passed ? which limited tho offices and 
professions permitted to Jews; and restrictions were placed on their 
family life and their rights of citizenship. By the autumn of 1938, the 
Nazi policy towards tho Jews had reached the stage whore it was directed 
towards the complete exclusion of Jews from German life. Pogroms were 
organised, which included the burning and demolishing of synagogues, the 
looting of Jewish businesses, and the arrest of prominent Jewish business 
men. A collective fine of one billion marks wae imposed on the Jews, 
the seizure of Jewish assets was authorized, and the movement of Jews 
was restricted by regulations to certain 3peciriecP districts and hours. 

The creation of ghottoos was carried out on an extensive scale, and by 
an uidux uf the Security Police, .Town wore compelled to woor a yellow 
star to be worn on the breast and back. 

It was contended for the Prosecution that certain aspects of this 
anti-Semitic policy was connected with the plans for aggressive war. 

The violent measures taken against the Jews in November 1938 was nomin¬ 
ally in retaliation for the killing of an official of the German 
Embassy in Paris, But the decision t.n oeizo Austria and Czechoslovakia 

had been made a year before. The imposition of a fine of one billion 
marks W 03 made, and tho confiscation of the financial holdings of the 
Jews was decroed, at a time when German armament expenditure had put 
the German treasury in difficulties, and when tho reduction of expen¬ 
diture on armaments was boing considered. Those steps wore taken, 











In the part of the Judgment which deals with war crimes and crimes 
against humanity generally, the Tribunal, after having dealt with the 
war crime of ordering slave labour, referred to the Jailing of xnstuio 
and incurable people as follows: "Reference should also be made to the 


policy which was in existence in Germany bv the summer of 1940, under 
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were under the jurisdiction of the defendant Frick, in his capacity as 


Ministor of the Interior, How many foreign workers were included in 
this total it has been quite impossible to determineY 1 ' (p.l69l£>/7^. 


It '.rill be noted that the Tribunal is careful to point out that the 
victims wore not confined to German citizens, but included foreign 
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workers were included in the estimated total of people killed. 
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against humanil 


With respoct to'the persecution of tho Jews, the Tribunal stated 
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" The Nazi Party preached these doctrines throughout its history, 
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of the Jews, and in the speeches and public declarations of the Nazi 
leaders, the Jews were held op to public ridicule and contempt. 
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organised, which included tho burning and demolishing of synagogues, the 
looting of Jewish businesses, and the arrest of prominent Jewish business 
men, A collective fine of one billion marks was imposed on the Jews, 
the seizure of Jewish assets was authorized, and the movement of Jews 
was restricted by regulations to certain 3pecirie<? districts and hours. 

The creation of ghettoos was carried out on an extensive scale, and by 
nr order tho Security Police, Jews wore compelled to wear a yellow 
star to be worn on the breast and back. 


It was contended for the Prosecution that certain aspects of this 
anti-Semitic policy was connected with the plans for aggressive war. 

The violent measures taken against tlie Jews in November 1938 was nomin¬ 
ally in retaliation for the killing of an official of the German 
Embassy in Pari 3 . But tho decision t,o seize Austria and Czechoslovakia 
had been made a year before. The imposition of a fine of one billion 
marks wt .3 made, and the confiscation of the financial holdings of the 
Jews was decreed, at a time vrtien German armament expenditure had put 
the G L rnan treasury in difficulties, and when the reduction of expen¬ 
diture on armaments was being considered. These steps wore taken, 
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moreovcr, vdth the approval of the defendant Goering, who head, boon givetl 
responsibility for economic matters of this kind, and who was the strongest 
advocate of an extensive rearmament programme notwithstanding the fiiiunciol 
difficulties. 


Tt win further sain that the rnnnontinn nf the anti-Semitic policy 

with aggressive war was not limited to economic natters. " 

« 

The court then referred to a German Foreign Office circular of 25th 
January 1939, entitled: "The ^Jewish Question as a factor in the German 
Foreign Pulley in tine year 1?3B," and then stated: 


" Tne Nasi persecution of Jews in Germany before the war, severe and 
repro so ivo as it was, cannot compare, however, with the p o licy pursued 
during the war in the occupied territories . Originally the policy was 
similar to that which had been in force inside Germany. Jews were required 
to register, were forced to live in ghottoes, to wear the yellow star, and 
were used as slave labourers. In the summer of 1911, however, plans were 
made for the "final solution" of the Jewish question in all of Europe. 

This "final solution" meant the extermination of the Jews, which early in 
1939 Hitler had threatened would bo one of the consequences of an outbreak 
of war, and a special section in the Gostapo under Adolf Elchnann, as head 
of Section B.4. of. the Gestapo, was formed to carry out’ the policy. " 


After'describing.the atrocities against Jews committed in occupied 
territories the Court stated on p.l692A, tho following:' "Special groups 
travelled through Europe to find Jews and subject them to'the "final 
solution". German missions wore sent to such satellite countries as 
Hungary and Bulgaria , to arrange for the shipment 6t Jews to extermination 
camps and it is known that by the end of 19Vi, 100,000 Je\ 7 s from Hungary 
had boon murdered at Auschwitz. Evidence has also been given of the 
evacuation of 110,000 Jews from part of Roumania for 'liquidation 1 . " 


VTIT. 7?,.i C r lm s and Crim-s against Humanity in 
11 subjugated" territories. 

In the chapter dealing with the law relating to war crimes and crimes 
against humanity, the Tribunal quoted the wording of Article 6 (b) and (o) 
of its Charter, (p, 169*25) and repeated that the Charter does pot define as 
a separate crime any conspiracy except the one set out in Article 6 (a) 
dealing with crimes against peaco. '■*’ 

On pp. 26926 / 7 , the Tribunal deals with the plea based on the alleged 
•"■omnloto subjugation of some of the occupied countries in tho following 
way: "a further submission was iiiadu that Guriiiany was no longer bound by 
the rules of land warfare in many of the territories occupied during the 
war, because Germany had completely subjugated those countries and 
incorporated them into the German Reich, a fact which gave Germany 
authority to deal with the occupied countries as though thoy vere part 
of Germany. In the view of the Tribunal it is unnecessary in this case 
to decide Whether this doctrine of subjugation, dependent as it is upon 
military conquest, has any application where the subjugation is the 
result of the-crime of aggressive war. The doctrine was never 
considered to be applicable so long as there was an army in the field 
attempting to restore the occupied, countries to their true owners, and 
in thi 3 case, therefore, the doctrine could not apply to any territories 
occupied after tho 1st op-tomber 1939. As to the war crimes committed 
in Bohemia and ^oravic, it is a sufficient answer that these territories 
wore never added to the Reich, but a mere protectorate was established 
over them. " • 

Jh) It may "be "added th t the transcript available to 'this Secretariat 
quotes Art. 6 (c) on p gc 16925 with the semi-colon between "tho war" and 
"or persecutions" although this nomi-colon has, in the English and French 
texts, bcun roplaced by a coma by the Berlin Protocol of 5th Oct. ,19^-5. 

On p.10799, on the other hand/ the amended text is quoted. 
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General statement by t he Co urt on the lav/ as to 
grimes against humanifo. 

As to crimes against humanity in general* the opinion of the Court 
v/as suimed up as follows (p,l6927): "With regard to crimes against 
humanity| there is no doubt whatever that political opoonontn were 
>Turd«red in Germany before the war,and that many ctC them were kept in 
concentration camps in circumstances of great horrlr and cruelty. The 
policy of terror was certainly carried out on a vast scale, and in many 
cases was organised and systematic. The pslioy of persecution, 
repression and murder of civilians in Germany before the war of 1939, 
who were likely to be hostile to the Government, was most ruthlessly 
carried out. The persecution of Jews during the same period is 
established beyond all doubt. To constitute crimes against humanity, 
the a c ts relied cn before the outbreak of war must have been in execution 
of, or in connection with, any crime within the jurisdiction of the 
Tribunal. ^he Tribunal is" of t^q opinion that revolting and horrible a .3 
many of these crimes were, it has not been satisfactorily proved that they 
were done in execution of. or in connection with any ^uch crime. fHe 
Tribunal cannot, therefore,make a general declaration that the acts before 
1939 were crimes against humanity within the meaning of the Charter, but 
from the beginning of the war in 1939 war Crimea were comnitted on a vast 
scale, which were also crimes against humanity; and insofar as the inhumane 
acts charged in the Indictment, and comnjtited after the 'beginning of the war 
did not constitute' war criniQa. they were all committed in execution of, or 
in connection with, the aggressive war, and"therefore constituted crimes 
aga? n 31 humanity. " 

X. The general statement analyzed. 

Prom the statement quoted verbatim in the preoeoding paragraph, the 
following can be seen: 

(l) It is clear that the International Military Tribunal does not 
recognise the distinction between the two types of crimes against humanity 
which has been suggested by this writer and adopted by Committee III, 
namely the distinction between crimes against humanity of the murder type 
and "persecutions". (See Docs. C.201, point 2, (a) and (b).) This is 
probably duo to tho interpretation of the Berlin Protocol (c.193), where 
the semi-col*n dividing paragraph (c) of Art, 6 . of the English and 
French texts of the Charter has bean replaced by a comma, Tho Berlin 
Protocol is, however, not quoted in tho judgment. The International 
Military Tribunal appears to have interpreted paragraph (c) (crimes against 
humanity) as amended in tho English and FVench texts by the Berlin 
Protocol of 6 th Ootober 1945» to tho effect that tho qualification "in 
execution of, ir in connection with any crime within the jurisdiction of 
the Tribunal" is applicable not only to what Committee III has been used 
to call persecutions, but also to crimes of the murder type. In the 
opinion of the Tribunal all the crimes enumerated in Art. 6 (c) are crimes 
against humanity only if they were done in execution of or in connootion 
with a crino against peace or a war crime in the narrower 3 onsc. In 
spite of the positive provision of tho Charter that it was irrelevant 
■whether tho crimes wore coumitted "before or during tho war", the Tribunal 
declined to make a general declaration that the acts before 1939 were 
crimes against humanity within the moaning uf the Charter. 

As will bo soon later, this statement does not mean that no crime 
committed before 1 st September 1939 can bo a crime against humanity. 

The Tribunal recognised some crimes committed prior to 1st Soptember 1939 
as crimes against humanity in cases whore their connection with the crime 
against peace was established. 
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(2) The Court stated, on the other hand, that insofar as the inhumane 
acts charged in the indictment and committed after the beginning of the 
war did not constitute war crimes, they nv.ro aii committed in execution 
of, or in connection with, aggressive war and therefore constitute 
crimes against humanity. 


Application of the general statement to the 
orgnnisations declared criminal. 


The Tribunal drew the conclusion from what load been said in the 
preceding paragraph, in making its decision on the crifrinality of the 
Leadership Corps, the Gestapo and S.D. f and the S.S. With regal'd to the 
Leadership Corps, the Tribunal stated that the basis of its declaring the 
group criminal was the participation of the organisation in war crimes 
and crimes against humanity connected with the war. The group declared 
criminal could not, therefore, include persons who had ceased to hold the 
positions prior to the 1st September 1939. (p.16939). 

A similar statement is contained in the decision of the Tribunal 
M regarding the criminality of the Gestapo and the S.D. (p.16949) and of 
the S.S. (p.16950). 


Plication of the general statement to the S.A. 


The opinion of the Court that crimes conmitted before 1st September 
1939 were not crimes against humanity within the meaning of the Charter 
was also instrumental in the Tribunal's decision regarding the S.A. The 
Tribunal found (p,l6962) that until June 1931, the S.A. was a group 
composed in a largo part of ruffians and bullies who participated in the 
Nazi outrages uf that period. It was not shown, however, that these 
atrocities were part of a specific plan to wage aggressive war, and the 
Tribunal therefore could not hold that these activities were criminal 
under the Charter, 


After the purge of 30th June 1934, the S.A. was reduced to the status 
•f a group of unimportant Nasi hangers-on. 

Although in spooific instances, some units of the S.A. were used, 
after 1934 , for the commission of war crimes and crimes against humanity, 
it cannot be said that its members generally participated in, or even knew 
•f the criminal acts. 

The Tribunal mentioned, however, that S.A. units were among the first 
in the occupation of Austria in March 1938, that the S.A. supplied many 
of the men and u large psirl ex' the equipment which composed the Sudeten 
Free Corps of Henlein, although it appeared that the corps was under the 
'jurisdiction of the S.S. during its operation in Czechoslovakia, (pp. 16961 / 2 ). 
Some S.A. units were used to blow up synagogues in the Jewish pogrom of 
10th and 11th November 1938. (p. 16962 ). 


XIII.Germanization as a war crime and a crime against humanity 


It may be relevant for the purpose for which this paper is written, 
to mention that in dealing with the Leadership Corps, the Tribunal, on 
p.16943, describes the steps taken by the Leadership Corps which relate 
merely to the consolidation of control cf the Nasi Party and which are 
not criminal under the view of the conspiracy to wage aggressive war and 
contrasts with them under the heading "criminal activity", actions which 
are described as follows: "But the Leadership Corps wa3 also used for 
similar stops in Austria and those parts of Czechoslovakia, Lithuania, 
Poland, Franco, Belgium, Luxembourg and Yugoslavia which were incorporated 
into the Reich and within the ttius of the Nazi Party. In those 
territories the machinery of the Leadership Corps was used for their 




- 8 - 


Germanisation through the elimination of local customs and the dotection 
and arrest of persons who opposed German occupation. This was criminal 

under Art.6(b) of the Charter in those areas governed by the Haguo Rules 
of Land Warfare and criminal under Art.6(c) of the Charter as to the 
remaind r. 

The Leadership Corps played its part in the persecution of th« Jew?, 

Jl was involved in the economic and pslitical discrimination against the 
■Jews, which was put into effect shortly after the Nazis came into power. 

The Gestapo and SD were instructed to co-ordinate with the Gauleiters and 
Kreisleiters the measures taken in the pogroms of November 9 and 10 in 
the year 1938. The Leadership Corps was also used to prevent German 
public opinion frpm reacting against the measures taken against the Jews 
in the East. " 

The Germanisation of incorporated territory and persecution of the 
Jews is also mentioned in the conclusions as to the criminality of the 
Leadership Corps on p.16938 with the following’ words: "The Leadership 
Corps ms used for purposes whioh were criminal under the Charter and 
involved the Germanisation of incorporated territory, the persecution of 
the Jews, the administration of the slave labour programme, and the mis¬ 
treatment of prisoners of war. " 

It may also be mentioned that on pp.16942/3, in connection with the 
Gestapo and the S.D., the Tribunal speaks of "the period with which-the'' 
Tribunal is primarily concerned", meaning the period after September 1939. 

XIV.gre-1939 activities of the Gestapo and tho S.D,, Concentration 
Camps. Persecution of the Churches and the Jcwb. 

Under the heading "Criminal Activity" of the Gestapo and the S.D., 
the Tribunal mentions also activitbs before September 1939 in stating, on 
p,16944: "Originally, one of the primary functions of the Gestapo was the 
prevention of any political opposition to the Nazi regime, a function 
which at purl'oriiiuu with the assistance of tne S.D. The principal weapon 
used in performing this function was the concentration camp, Thu Gestapo 
did not have administrative control aver the concentration camps, but, v 

acting through tho RSHA, was responsible for the detention of political 
prisoners in those camps. Gestapo cfficials were usually responsible 
for the interrogation of political prisoners at tho camps. 

The Gestapo and the S.D. also dealt with charges of treason and with r 

questions relating to the press . the Churches and the J 0 W 3 . As the Nazi 
programme of Anti-Semitic persecution increased in intensity the role 
ployed ey these groups became increasingly important. In the early 
morning of 10 November 1938, Heydrich sent a telegram to all offices of , 
the Gestapo and S.D.,"giving instructions for the organisation of tho 
pogroms of that date and instructing them to arrest as many Jews as the 
prisons could hold "especially rich ones," but to be careful that thoso 
arrested wr.r. healtliy :uid uul toe cld. By 11 November 1938, 20,000 
Jews had boon arrested and many Y/ere 3ent to concentration camps. On 
24 January 1939, Heydrich, the Chief of the Security Police and S.D., 
was charged with furthering the emigration.and evacuation of Jews from 
Germany, and on 31 July 1941, with bringing about a complete solution of 
tho Jewish problem in (brman dominated Europe, A special section of the 
Gestapo office of the RSHA under Stnndartcnfuohrur Eichmann was set up 
with responsibility for Jewish matters vriuch employed its own agents to 
investigate the Jewish problem in occupied territory. Local offices of 
tho Gestapc were used first to supurviso the emigration of Jews and 
later to depout them to the East both from Germany and fran the territories 
occupied during tho war. " 










Germanisation through the elimination of local cm atoms oncl the detection 
and arrest of persons who opposed German occupation. This was criminal 
under Art. 6 (b) of the Charter in those areas governed by the Hague Rules 
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Leadership Corps on p.Io938 with the following' words: "The Leadership 
Corps was used for purposes which were criminal under the Charter and 
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Under the heading "Criminal Activity" of the Gestapo and the S.D., 
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prevention of any political opposition to the Nazi regime, a function 
which it performed with the assistance of the S.D, The principal weapon 
used in performing this function was the concentration camp. Thu Gestapo 
did not have administrative control over the concentration camps, but, 
acting through the RSHA, was responsible for the detention of political 
prisoners in those camps. Gestapo cfficials were usually responsible 
for the interrogation of political prisoners at the camps. 

The Gestapo and the S.D. also dealt with charges of treason and with 
questions relating to the press . tho Churches and the Jews. As the Nazi 
programme of Anti-Semitic persecution increased in intensity the role 
played by those groups became increasingly important. In tho early 
morning of 10 November 1938, Heydrich sent a telegram to all offices of 
the Gestapo and S.D.,"giving instructions for the organisation of tho 
pogroms of that date and instructing them to arrest a 3 many Jews as the 
prisons could hold "especially rich ones," but to be careful that those 
arrested were healthy and not too eld. By 11 November 1938, 20,000 
Jews hau been <ur>'sted u.nd many wore sunt t^ concentration camp®. On 
24- January 1939> Heydrich, the Chief of tho Security Police and S.D,, 
was charged with furthering the er.iigration and evacuation of Jews from 
Germany, and on 31 July 1941, with bringing about a complete solution of 
tho Jewish problem in (Lrman dominated Europe. A special section of the 
Go 3 tape office of the RSHA under Standartenfuehrer Eichmnnn wns sat up 
with responsibility for Jewish matters which employed its own agents to 
investigatc the Jewish problem in occupied territory. Local offices of 
the Gestapc were U 3 ed first to supervise the emigration of Jews and 
later to deport them to the Ea?t both from Germany and from the territories 
occupied during the war. " '■ 


The Tribunal also mentioned th .t a special, detachment from Gestapo 
headquarters in the RSHA was used to arrange for the deportation of Jews 
from Axis sataliitos *f Gox-many for the "final solution 1 '. 

XV. P rc-1939 act ivities of the S.S.. Germanisation. 

Persecution ~of the Jew's!* 


In dealing with the criminal activities of the S.S., the Tribunal 
cays| on p,16953, that S.S. units Wore active participants *4 the stupa 
leading up to aggressive war. "The Verfuegungstruppe was used in the 
occupation of the Sudctenland, of Bohemia and Moravia and of Memel. 

The Henlein Free Corps was under” the jurisdiction of tho Reich Fuehrer 
S.S. for operations in the Sudetenland in 1938 end the Volksdeutsche Mrfctel- 
stelle financed fifth column activities there. 

Ihe S.S. was oven a more general participant in the commission of 
War Crimes and Crimes against Humanity. " 

With regard to the part played by the S.S. in the Germanisation of 
occupied territories and in tho persecution of Jews, the following is 
stated on page 16954: "Hie Race and Settlement Office of the S.S,, to¬ 
gether with the Volksdeutsche Mittelstolle were active in carrying out 
schemes for Germanisation of occupied territories according to the 
racial principles of the Nazi Party and wore involved in the importation 
of Jews and other foreign nationals, " 

It is pointed out that from 1934 onwards , the S.S. was responsible 
for the guarding and administration of Concentration Camps, (ibid). 

In describing the particularly significant rftlo played by tho S.S. 
in tho persecution of the Jews, the Tribunal says, on p.16955 that the 
S.S. was directly involved in the demonstrations of 10th November 1938. 

XVI. The Individual Defendants: Goorjng. 

In the verdicts of the Tribunal dealing with the guilt or innocenco 
of individual defendants, there are also many references to crimes against 
humanity. 

Respecting Goering. it is 3aid on p,16973, under the heading "War 
Crimes and Crimes against Humanity"; "Goering persecuted the Jews, 
particularly after the November 1938 riots, and not only in Germany where 
he raised the billion nc.rk fine as stated olsewhere, but in the conquered 
territories as well. " Goering is described os "the creator of the 
oppressive programs against the Jews and other races at homo and abwoad," 
It will be observed that the Court stresses, in both connections, that 
Goering 1 s crimes vaji-o committed not only in Germany, but also in 
conquered territories. 

XVII. Ribbentrop, 

Ribhentrop . the Tribunal stated on p.16982, was .also responsible for 
war crimes and crimes against humanity becauso of hi s activities with 
respect to occupied countries and Axis satellites. The Tribunal 
established that, in September 1942, Ribbentrop ordered the Gennan 
diplomatic representatives accredited to various Axi3 satellites to 
hasten Uio deportation of Jews to tho East, On 17th April 1943> he took 
part in a conference botwoen Hitler and Harthy on the deportation of Jows 
from Hungary and informed Horthy that the "Jews must cither be exter¬ 
minated or taken to concentration camps. " • 
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Ribbentrop*s activities with regard to Jews of satellite countries 
in general and of Hungary in particular, are a typical example of crimes 
against hui.kiUiiLy which ui'o net airaul <-w*ly war ex imoo because the 
victims were not allied subjects, but nationals of the Axis satellite 
countries. 

XVIH. Kaltenbrunnor. 

In tlie case of Kaltenbrunnor, the Tribunal stated on p. 1 6?92, that 
when he was head of the RSHA, special missions of it scoured the- occupied 
territories and the various Axis satellites, arranging for the deportation 
of Jews to extornri.nation institutions. 

XIX. Frick. 

The following statement regarding war crimes and crimes against 
humanity committed by Frick is on p.17005: "Always rabidly anti-Semitic, 
Frick drafted, signed and administered many laws designed to eliminate 
Jews from German life and economy . His work formed the basis of t he 
NUrnb^rg Decrees, and he was active in enforcing them. Responsible for 
prohibiting Jews from following various professions, and for confiscating 
their property, he signed a final decree in 19 ^ 3 .» after the mass destruc¬ 
tion of Jews in the ast, which placed them "outside the law" and handed 

them over, to the (Lstapo". * 

»' ' 

On p.17006 the Tribunal states that though Frick actually exorcised 
littlo control over Himmler and police matters, ho signed the law 
appointing Himmler Chief of the German police as well as the decree 
establishing the Gestapo jurisdiction over concentration camps and regula¬ 
ting the execution of orders for protective custody. 

The Tribunal further established the following facts as to Fbick's 
activities,(p.17007): "Having created a racial register of persons of 
German extraction, irick conferred German citizenship on certain categories 
of citizens of foreign countries. He is responsible for Gormanisation 
in Austria, Sudetonland, Memel, Danzig, Eastern Territories (West Prussia 
and Fosen) and in the territories of Eupon, Malmedy, and ^oresnet. He 
forced on the citizens of these territories, Gorman law, Gorman courts 
Geiman education, German police security and compulgory military service. 

During the war, nursing hones, hospitals and asylums in which 
euthanasia was practiced as described elsewhere in this Judgment, came 
under Frick's jurisdiction. He had knowledge that insane, sick aid 
aged people, "useloss eaters 1 ', ’were being systematically put to death. 
Complaints of these murders reached him, but ho did nothing to stop them," 

XX. Streiehi-T, „ 

*. 

The case of Streicher is particularly relevant to the subject of 
this paper. 2Jio accused Streicher was indicted on Counts 1 and 4, and 
was found guilty only on the latter. 

Under the heading "Crimea against humanity", the Tribunal says, 

(p.17008): 

" For his twenty-five years of speaking, writing and preaching hatred 
of the Jews, Streicher was widely known 03 "Jew-Baiter Number One". In 
his speeches and articles, week after week, month after month, he infected 
the German mind -with the virus of anti-Semitism, and incited the German 
people to active persecution. Each issue of "Der Stunner", which 
reached a circulation of 600,000 in 1935, was filled with such articles, 
often lewd and disgusting. 


1 











StroJ^ber hnd chargo r»f *h« Jewish bovwwfct of 1 April 1933* He 
advocated tho NUrttborg Decrees of 1935. He was responsible for the 
docjolition on August 10, 1938 of the Synagogue in NUrnborg. And on 
November 10, 1933, He spoke publicly in support of the Jewish pogrom 
which was taking place at that time, 

out was not only in Gen.iany that this defendant advocated his 
docttjjiQS, As early as 1938 h«J began to call for the "annihilation of 
the Jewish race. Twenty-three different articles of "Dor StUrmer" 
between 1938 and 1941 v/ere produced in evidence, in which extermination 
"root and branch" was preached, Typical of his teachings was a leading 
article in Septenber 1938 which termed tho Jew as a germ and a pest, not 
a human being, but "a parasite, an energy, an evil-doer, a disseminator 
of diseases who must be destroyed in the interest of mankind". Other 
articles urged that only when world Jewry had been annihilated would tho 
Jewish problem have been solved, and predicted that fifty years hence the 
Jewish graves "will proclaim that this people of murderers and criminals 
has after all met its deserved fate," Streicher, in February 19A0, 
published a letter from one of "Der StUrmer 1 s" readers which compared 
Jews with swarms of locusts which must be exterminated completely. Such 
was the poison Streicher injected into the mind 3 of thousands of Germans 
which caused them to follow the National Socialist policy of Jewish 
persecution and extermination, A leading .article of "Der Stunner" in 
May 1939, shows clearly his aim: 

" A punitive expedition must come against the Jews in Russia, 

A punitive expedition which will provide the same fnto for 
them that every murderer and criminal must expoct. Death 
sentence and execution. The Jews in Russia must be killed. 

They must be exterminated root and branch. " 

As the war in the early stages proved successful in acquiring more 
and more territory for•tho Reich, Streicher even intensified his efforts 
to incite the Germans against the Jews, In the record are twenty-six 
articles from "Der StUrmer", published between August 1941 and September 
194-4, twelve by Streicher's arm hand, which demanded annihilation and 
extermination in unequivocal terms. He wrote and published on December 
25, 1941: 

" If the danger of the reoroduction of that qurse of God in 
the Jewish blood is to finally come to an end, then there 
is only one way — the extermination of that people whoso 
father is tho devil, " 

And in February 1944, his own article stated: 

" Whoever does what a Je»7 does is a scoundrel, a criminal. 

And he who repeats and wishes to copy him deserves tho 
same fate, annihilation, death, " 

With knowledge of ‘the extermination of tho Jews in the occupied 
Eastern Territory, this defendant continued to write and publish his 
propaganda of death. Testifying in this trial, he vehemently denied 
ary knowledge of mass executions of Jews, But the evidence rakes it 
clear that he continually received current information on the progress 
of the "final solution", Hi3 press photographer was 3cnt to visit the 
ghettocs of the East in the spring of 1943, the time of tho destruction 
of the Warsaw Ghetto, The Jewish newspaper, "Israclitisches Wochenblatt" 
which Streicher received and read, carried in each issue accounts of 
Jewish atrocities in the 3ist, .and gave figures on the number of Jews 
who had been deported and killed. For example, issues appearing in tho 
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oUm.ua unu fall u± 1542 lupuilud th<- Jwath of 7^722 Jews in Warsaw, 
17,542 in Lodz, 18,000 in Croatia, 125,000 in Rounania, 14,000 in 
Latvia, 85,000 in Yugoslavia, 700,000 in all of Poland.,.. .In November 
1943 Strcicher quoted verbatim an article from the "Israeiitisches 
Wochenblatt", ’which stated that the Jews had virtually disappeared from 
Europe, and commented "This is n'-.t n Jowish Ho". In December 1942, 
referring to an article in the "London Times", about the atrocities, 
aiming at extermination, Strcicher said that Hitler had given warning 
that the second World War should lead to the destruction of Jewry. In 
January 1943 he wrote and published an article vvhich said that Hitler's 
prophecy was being fulfilled, that world Jewry was being extirpated, 
and that it was wonderful to know that Hitler was freeing the world of 
its Jev/i3h tormentors. 

In the face of the evidence before the Tribunal it is idle for 
Streicher to suggest that the solution of the Jewish problem which he 
favoured was strictly limited to the classification of Jews as aliens . 
and the passing of discriminatory legislation such as the Ntlrnberg Laws, 
supplemented if possible by international agreement on the oreation of a 
Jewish State somewhere in the world, to which all Jews should emigrate. 

Streicher's incitement to murder and extermination at the time when 
Jews in the East were being killed under the most horrible conditions 
clearly constitutes persecution on political and racial grounds in 
connection with wur crimes, as dofinod by the Charter, and constitutes a 
crime against humanity." 

It appears that in the case of Streicher, the Tribunal included 
onong his activities considered criminal, his speaking, writing and 
preaching hatred of the Jev/s for 25 yoar3. It therefore went back to 
the year 1920. The Tribunal enumerated among his crimes, his part in 
tho Jewish boycott of 1st April 1933, in the advocating of the Nurcnberg 
Laws in 1935, in the demolition of the Nuremberg synagogue in August 1938, 
and his part in the Jewish pogrom of November, 1938, This would appear 
to indicate that here the Tribunal included within the notion of crimes 
against humanity these pro-1939 activities. The Tribunal was, however, 
careful to point out that it was not only in (fermapy that this defendant 
advocated hi3 doctrines and the Tribunal stated that with knowledge of 
the extermination of tho Jews in tho occupied Eastern territory, Streicher 
continued to write and publish his propogandn of death. 

This leaves open an interpretation of the Judgment to the effect that 
only acts committed in connection with crimes against peaco or war crimes 
are crimes against humanity within the meaning of the Charter and that 
Streicher. had been found guilty of Count 4 not for his activities wihin 
Germapy but for his extension of their scope to the occupied territories 
and for his call for the annihilation of the Jewish race throughout the 
world. 

The reply by the Tribunal to Streicher's defence that the solution 
of the Jewish problem which he favoured was strictly limited to the 
classification of Jews as aliens and the passing of the discriminatory 
legislation, such as the Nuremberg Laws, also indicates that the Tribunal 
did not consider Streicher*s part, e.g, in the passing of the discrimina¬ 
tory legislation as such to constitute a crime against humanity, but only 
nis incitement to murder and extermination at tho time when tho Jews in 
tne East were being killed under the most horrible conditions. This 
incitement to murder and extermination of Jews,tho Tribunal declared to 
bo persecution on political and racial grounds in connection with war 
crimes. 








In the case of the dofondant Funk, the Judgment states, on p.17014, 
that Funk, in his capacity as Under-Secretary in the Ministry of 
Prppcganda and Vice-Chairman of the Reich Chamber of Culture,had partici¬ 
pated in the early Nazi programme of economic discrimination against 
Jews. The Judgment continues: "On 12 November 1930, after the pogroms 
of November, he attended a meeting held under the chairmanship of Goering 
to discuss the solution of the Jewish problem and proposed a decree 
providing for the banning of Jews from all business activities, whieh 
Goering issued the same day under the authority of the Four Year Plan, 

Funk has testified that he was shocked at the outbreaks of November 10, 
but on November 15, he made a speech describing these outbreaks as a 
"violent explosion of the disgust of the German people, because of the 
criminal Jewish attack against the German people", and saying that the 
• elimination of the Jews from economic life followed logically their 
elimination from political life." 

The Judgment then proceeded in describing Funk's criminal activities 
in and after 1942. 

The wording of the Judgment indicated that Funk's pre -1939 activities 
were also considered criminal. 

It may be mentioned in thi3 connection, that it is stated on p.17015 
that Funk was responsible for the seizure of the gold reserves of the 
Czechoslovak National Bank. This seizure took place some months before 
September-1939. 

XXIX Von Schiraoh . 

The defendant von Schiraoh was found guilty only cf crimes against 
humanity. The Tribunal stated on p.17037: "As has already been seen, 
Austria was occupied pursuant to a common plan of aggression. Its 
occupation is, therefore, a "crime within the jurisdiction of the Tribunal" 
as that term is used in Art.6(c) of the Charter.. As a result, "murder, 
extermination, enslavement, deportation and other inhumane acts" and 
"persecutions on political, racial ; .r religious grounds" in connection 
with this -occupation constitute a Crime against Humanity under that 
Article. 

As Gauleiter of Vienna, von Schiraoh came under the Sauckel decree 
dated April 6, 1942, making the Gauleiters Sauckel's plenipotentiaries 
for manpower with authority to supervise the ulitizationrnd treatment of 
manpower within their Gnus, Sauckel*s directives provided that the 
forced labourers were to be fed, sheltered and treated so as to exploit 
them to the highest possible degree at the lowest possible expense. 

When von Schirach became Gauleiter of Vienna the deportation of 
the Jews had already been begun, and only 60,000 'out of Vienna*s 
original 190,000 Jews remained. On 2 October 1940, he attended a 
conference at Hitler's office and told Hrank that he had 50,000 Jews in 
Vienna which the General Government would have to take over from him. 

On 3 December 1940, von Schirach received a letter from Lammers stating 
that after the receipt af the reports made by Von Gcldi’ach, Hit lex- had 
decided to depert the 60,000 Jews still remaining in Vienna to the 
General Government because of the housing shortage in Vienna. The 
deportation of tne Jews from Vienna was then begun and continued until 
the early fall of 1942.. On 15 September 1942, von Schirach made a 
speech in which he defended his action in having driven "tens of thousands 
upon tens of thousands of Jews into the Ghetto of the East" as 
"contributing to European culture". 
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WuSJa the <Jwwt> were being uwpui Lou from ViofuiO- report**, .Addressed tc 
him in his official capacity, were received in von Schirach,'s office from 
the office of the Chief of the Security Police and S.D, which contained 
a description of the activities of Einsatzgruppen in exterminating Jows. 
Many of those reports were initialed by one of von Schirach's principal 
deputies. On 30 June 19 kb-, von Schirach's office also received a letter 
from Kaltonbrunncr informing him that n shipment of 12,000 Jews was on 
its way to Vienna for essential war work and that all those who were 
incapable of work would have to be kept in readiness for "special action". 

The Tribunal finds that von Schirach, while he did not originate the 
policy of deporting Jews from Vienna, participated in this deportation 
after he had became Gauleiter of Vienna. He knew that the best the Jews 

could hope for was a miserable existence in the Ghettoes of the Ehst* 
Bulletins describing the Jewish extermination were in his offioo, " 

Schirach was in this connection changed only with crimes committed 
during the war against persons who were not allied nationals. (Austrian 
Jews), The crimes for which he was sentenced are therefore also clear 
examples of crimes against humanity which are not simultaneously war 
crimes in the narrower sense. 



In giving the reasons for its Judgment on Seyss-Inquart, the Tribunal 
distinguished between his "activities in Austria" (p.17052) and his 
" criminal activities in Poland and the Netherlands"^p.17053). Under the 

first heading, ("Activities in Austria"), the Tribunal said: "As Reiohs 
Governor of Austria, Seyss-Inquart instituted a programme of confiscating 
Jewish property. Under his regime Jews were forced to emigrate, we re 
sent to concentration camps and were subject to pogroms. At the end of 
his regime he co-operated with tho Security Police and S.D. in the depor¬ 
tation of Jews from Austria to the Bist, While he was Governor of 
Austria, political opponents of the Nazis were sent to concentration camps 
by the Gestapo, mistreated and often killed." 

The insertion of this paragraph fander the heading "Activities in 
Austria" as distinguished from "criminal activities" - , seems to indicate 
that tho Tribunal was of the opinion that the acts committed by Seyss- 
Inquart, while in Austria, were not' criminal from the point of view of 
crimes against humanity, under A r ti6(c) of the Chapter. This interpre¬ 
tation would, however, not be in line with the attitude taken by the 
Tribunal in the case of von Schirach, whore, as stated in the preceding 
paragraph of this paper, the Tribunal described the occupation of Austria 
as a crime within the jurisdiction of the Tribunal and persecutions on 
political, racial or religious grounds committed in connection with this 
occupation as constituting a crime against humanity under the Article. 
Under the heading "Activities in Austria", the Tribunal described also 
ScyoB-Inquart's part in-the German aggression against Austria, and the 
part taken by him in the dismemberment of Czechoslovakia, both of which 
lead to his being found guilty also on Count 2, (Crimes against Peace), 
and were, therefore, certainly considered by the Tribunal to be criminal. 
Not too much reliance can, therefore, be placed on the omission of the 
word "criminal" in the heading of the appropriate paragraph dealing with 
Scyss-Inquart's activities in Austria. 

The case of Seyss-Inquart's activities in /ustriu can, of course, 
be distinguished from the case of Von Schirach in that the latter 
beoaro Roichsstatthalter in Austria after September 1939, while Seyss- 
Inquart left Austria -at tho beginning of the war for Poland and tho 
Netherlands. 










XXIV. von Neurath. 

In the oase of von Neu rath, the Tribunal, under the heading "Criminal 
Activities in Czechoslovakia", stated, inter alia , the following, (p.17064): 
"As Reichs Protector, von Neurath instituted .an administration in Bohemia 
and Moravia similar to that in effect in Germany. The free press, 
political parties and trade unions were abolished. All groups which might 
serve as opposition were outlawed. Czuohusluvald.an industry was worked 
into the structure of German war production, and exploited for the German 
war effort. Nazi anti-Semitic policies and laws were also introduced, 

Jews were barred from leading positions in Government and business. 

In August 1939, vcn Neurath issued a proclamation warning against 
any acts of sabotage and sta.ting that "the responsibility for all acts of 
sabotage is attributed not only to individual perpetrators but to the 
entire Czech population." 

This indicates that acts committed before 1st September, 1939, in 
Czechoslovakia, were considered criminal as war crimes and/or crimes 
against humanity, 

XXV, Summary of tho .judgment respocti ne c rimes arra inst humanity. 

The International Military 'Uribunal, in interpreting the notion of 
crimes against humanity, lays particular stress on the provision of its 
Charter, according to which an act in order to come within the notion of 
a crime against humanity, must have been committed in execution of or in 
connection with any crime within the jurisdiction of the Tribunal w hich 
means that it must be closely connected either with a crime against peace 
or a war crime in the narrower sense. Therefore the Tribunal has declined 
(supra IX) to make a general declaration that acts committed before 1939 
were crimes against humanity v/ithin the meaning of tho Charter, 

In applying this general principle, the Tribunal is particularly 
reluctant to acknowledge as crimes against humanity acts committed in 
Germany against Germans before 1st September 1939. 

This represents, however, only the general view of the Tribunal and 
did not prevent it from treating as crimes against humanity acts committed 
by individual defendants against Gorman nationals before 1st September 
1939, if tho particular circumstances of the case appeared to warrant this 
attitude. The case of the defendant Streicher is here in point, but evon 
in his case the caus al nexus between his activities and the crimes 
committed on occupied allied territory and against non-Gorman nationals 
has been pointed out and the most that can be said of him is that he was 
found guilty also of crimes against humanity committed before 1st September 
1939 in Germany against German nationals. 

In the case of none of the defendants wao the position suoh as would 
have.lead to his conviction only of crimes committed in Germany against 
Germans before 1st September 1939. 

The restrictive interpretation plaoed on the term "crimes against 
humanity " as far as German nationals as victims wore concerned, was not 
applied by the Tribunal in the case of victims of other than German 
nationality. With respect to crimes committed before 1st September 1939, 
against Austrian nationals, the Tribunal established their connection 
with the annexation of Austria, which is a crime against peace, and came 
therefore to the conclusion that they were within the terms of Art.6(c) 
of the Charter. This is particularly shown by the above quoted reasoning 
in the case of Baldur von Schirach and, with less precision, in the oase 
cf the defendant Seyss-Inquart. 











- 16 - 


T/ith regard to inhumane acts charged in the indictment and coranltted 
after 1st September 1939» the Tribunal made the far reaching statement 
quoted supra IX, from p,16927, that insofar as they did not constitute 
war crimes they vere all committed in execution of, or in connection with, 
aggres'sivo w, -* r and therefore constituted crimes against humanity. 

This is particularly illustrated in the case of the defendant Ribbon- 
trop and hb activities with respect to Axis satellites. 


from the statement on p,l ^943» quoted supra Xlll, it will be soon 
that the Tribunal treats the notion of crimes against hu.-anity as a kind 
of subsidiary provision to be applied when a particular area where a 
crime was committed, is not governed by the Hague Rules of Land Warfare, 
Gcrraanisation is, therefore, considered as criminal under Art.6(b) in those 
areas governed by the Hague Regulations .and a crime under Art. 6(c) as to 
the remainder. 

In general, the following may be said -with respect to the interpre¬ 
tation of the term "crime against humanity" by the Tribunal: Before the 
promulgation of the deoicion it was assumed in many quarters that a crime 
against humanity was a novel type of international crime ard that the 
previsions containing sanctions against it were equally applicable In 
times of war and of peace, that they protected the human rights of 
inhabitants of all countries, "of ary civilian population", against any¬ 
body, including their own states and governments, and that the notion 
expressed the - superiority of International Law over domestic or muricipal 
law. According to the interpretation given to the term by the 
International Military Tribunal, this is not so. 

As interpreted in the Nuremberg Judgment, the term has a considerably 
narrower connotation. It is, as it were, a kind of by-produot of war, 
applicable .only in time of war or in connection with v/ar and destined 
primarily, if not exclusively, to protect tho inhabitants of foreign 
countries against crimes committed, in connection with an aggressive war, 
by the authorities and organs of the aggressor state. It servos to 
cover cases not covered by noms belonging to the traditional "lav/s and 
customs of war". It is nothing, but a particular type of war crime, a 
kind of clausula gcneralis . the purpose of which it is to make 3ure that 
inhumane acts violating general principles of the laws of all civilised 
nations committed in connection with war, should not go unpunished. 


XfifcComparison of the interpretation by the Tribunal with . 

the "General Propositions" adopted by Committee III (Doc,C,201) .(*) 


(l) Paragraph 1 of the "General Propositions" has boon endorsed by the 
Tribunal, The Tribunal is also oi the opinion that one and the came 
act may constitute both a war crimo in the narrower sense and a crime 
against humanity; the Tribunal is, however, also conscious of the fact 
that this overlapping of the two terms does not mako the application of 
the law easier and in the sentence dealing with Germonisation, quoted 
from p.16943» in paragraphs XIII and XXV of this paper, the term 
orine against humanity was interpreted as a term covering criminal 
denationalisation in areas to which the laws and customs of war did not 
apply. Reference is ma.de to the footnote on page 2 of Doc,C,201, where 
Committee III also expressed its opinion that in a purely scientific 
system, violations of the laws and customs of war should not be included 
in the term "crimes against humanity", which should bo restricted to such 
offences as do not fall under the term of "Violations of the Laws and 
Customs of War." 


^ As is stated in the Introduction uf this paper, this paragraph is 
now superseded by the statenent by Counittoo III circulated as Doc.C. 236 . 











-17- 

(2; The Tribunal has not acted up'-'n the division of or lutes ug;unst 
humanity into the two types of: (l) crimes of the murder type and (2) 
persecutions. It recognises only one notion of crimes against humanity 
and applies to all acts falling under this notion the qualification that 
thw u^t i.iusl have been cor.ird.tted in execution of or in connection with a 
crime against peace or a war crime in tho narrower sense, 

(3) No modification of point 3 of Doe,0.201 appears necessary, 

(l+) Prom the fact that the Tribunal does not distinguish between crimes 
of the murder type and persecutions, it fellows Dial crimes against 
members of belligerent foro r s arc entirely outDide the scope of crimeo 
against humanity. 

(5) The condition that the acts be in execution of or in connection with 
any crime -within the jurisdiction of the International Military Tribunal 
applies according to the Nuremberg judgment to all kinds of crimes against 
humanity, and is not restricted to what Gbmmittoe III called "persecutions" 
Tho Tribunal does not seem to admit the possibility that one set of facts 
may constitute a crime against humanity because of its connection with 
another crime against humanity, 

(6) The docision of the Nuremberg Tribunal has no bearing at all either 
by y ray of confirmation or by way of repudiation on the limitations of the 
term "crimes a, ain to t huijunity" attempted by Committee 111 to the following 
effect: 

" Isolated offences do not fall within the notion. As a rule 
systematic mass action, particularly if it can be shown to be 
authoritative, will be necessary to transform a common crime, 
punishable merely under municipal law, into a crime agoinst 
humanity v/hich thus becomes also the concern of International 
Law, Only crimes which either by their magnitude and savagery 
or by their great number or by the fact that a similar pattern 
is applied at different times and places, endanger the 
international community or shock the conscience of mankind, 
warrant intervention by States other than that on whose 
territory the crimes have been committed, or whose subjects 
have been their victims, " 

In the case of the Nuremberg defendants, it was the basic assumption 
that their acts were not isolated offences, but that they v«re the 
organisers of crimes against humanity in very great numbers, Tho 
correctness or otherwise of the definition suggested by Committee III 
will therefore have to be decided in the trials of persons, not major 
-wax criminals, accused of committing crimes against humanity before 
Municipal (occupation, military,) courts, 

(7) The statement contained in Doo,C.201 that it is irrelevant whether a 
crime against humanity has been cojimittcd before or during the war, 
though based on the express provision to the same effect contained in the 
Charter, must bo considerably qualified in view of the Nuremberg judgment; 
although in theory it remains irrelevant whether a erime against humanity 
wan committed before or Airing the war, in practice it is difficult to 
establish connection between what is alleged to be a crime against 
humanity and a crime within the jurisdiction of the Tribunal if the act 
vias comnxLttod before the war, 

(8) Committee III has stated that the nationality of the victim is 
irrelevant. This assumption wan based on the words of tho Charter 
"conmitted .against any civilian population". Hero again, the proposition 
remains true in theory, but must, according to tho view of tho Nurentocrg 
Tribunal, bo considerably qualified with regard to nets committed beforo 
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thc woi in Gunua-ny against Gorman nationals. Even ■with regard to 
revolting and horrible crimes, the connection with the aggression or 
with war crimes must be proved and where proof is not satisfactory, they 
are not considered by the International Military Tribunal as crimes 
against humanity within the meaning of the Chortor. 

(9) The problem of lesser perpetrators was outside the proceedings 
before the International Military Tribunal. 

(10) The irrelevance of the lex loci has been confirmed by the Tribunal, 

(11) The proposition that a crime against, humanity can be committed by 
enacting legislation which orders or permits crimes against humanity, has 
been endorsed by the Tribunal, as is particularly shown in the cases of 
the defendants Frick and Neurath. 

XXVIL The Authority of the Nuremberg Judgment. 

The problem arises whether the attitude of the International Military 
Tribunal with regard to the notion of crimes against humanity (and for 
that matter, its interpretation of the law in general) is binding for the 
decision of other cases to be tried either before the International 
Military Tribunal itself, (if such subsequent trials should take place, 
which, I understand, seems hardly probable at present), or by other courts 
be it the International Military Tribunal for the Far East, or municipal, 
occupational or military tribunals of other United Nations or Axis powers. 

The Tribunal has expressed its opinion that the making of the Charter 
was an exercise of the sovereign legislative power by the countries to 
which the German Reich unconditionally surrendered; the undoubted right 
of these countries to legislate for the occupied territories has now been 
recognised by the civilised world, (p.l6871). From this it appears that 
the Tribunal considers itself to be net an organ of the international 
community at large, as, e.g., the Permanent Court of Arbitration, the 
Permanent Court of International Justice or the International Court of 
Justice. The Tribunal allots to itself a considerably lesser standing* 
namely the standing of an occupational court having jurisdiction over 
Germany and German nationals. This classification of the International 
Military Tribunal not as a court of the international community of 
nations, but as a local court for Germany, is, generally speaking, in 
accordance with some of the provisions of the Four-Power Agreement of 8th 
August 1945, and of the Charter annexed to it. 

Article 1 of the Agrooment provides for the establishment of an 
International Military Tribunal " aftui consultation with the Control 
Council for Germany. ” 

Art,22 of the Charter provides, inter alia, that the first 
meetings of the members of the Tribunal and of the Chief Prosecutors 
shall be held at Berlin in a place to be designated by the Control 
Council for Germany. 

Art,28 of the Charter provides that the Tribunal shall have the 
right to deprive the convicted person of any stolen property and order 
its delivery to the Control Council for Cermany. 

Art.29 of the Charter provides for the sentences to bo carried 
out in accordance with the orders of the ntr ^l Council for Germany. 
which may at any time reduce or otherwise alter the sentences, but may 
not increase the severity thereof. Under Art,29, the Control Council 
for Germany has also the- right to contact the Committee of Prosecutors 
with a view to a re-trial of defendants on the discovery of fresh 
evidence. 
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Uncler ^rt.30 of the Charter, the expenses of the Tribunal and of 
the trials shall be charged by the- Signatories against the funds allotted 
for maintenance of the- Control Council I'or Germany, 

These previsions in their totality point in the direction of 
considering the International Military Tribunal ns an organ of the 
present government of th? turrit' ry f Germany as a condominium uf the 
f ojut Pywcrs, which called upon to apply law flowing from the Control 
Council for Germany, as the organ in which supreme authority nver 
Germany and the Germans is vested at the present time, 

■tyiere ore, on the other hand, features in the Four-Power Agreement 
and in the Charter annexed to it, according the International Military 
Tribunal a higher status, transcending the boundaries of Germaiy and of 
the local legal order of one country. These features are; 

(a) The provision of Art.6. of the Charter, according to which the 
jurisdiction of the Tribunal is net restricted to German major war 
criminals, but, in theory at least, conprises also the right' to try and 
punish the major war criminals of all the European Axis Countries, 

(b) The provision of Art,5. of the Agreement giving any Government of 
the United Nations the right to adhere to the Agreement, a right of 
which the follov/ing 19 States have availed themselves: Greece, 'Denmark, 
Yugoslavia, the Netherlands, Czechoslovakia, Poland, B (J irri um> Ethiopia, 
Australia, Honduras, Norway, Par.ar.ia, Luxemburg, Haiti, New Zealand, India, 
Venezuela, Uruguay and Paraguay, 

If the opinion is correct that the International Military Tribunal 
is a municipal (occupational) court for Germany, it is clear that its 
decision cannot possibly lay down law binding on the courts of other 
countries, whether or not the laws of these countries are based on the 
system of binding precedent, and the decision is therefore for other 
courts only of persuasive authority, which means that any other courts 
may follow the Nuremberg interpretation, if it considers it correct, and 
may disagree with it, if it considers it incorrect. 

■tyie position would not be otherwise if the Tribunal were a court 
of the international community, a3, e.g., an International Court of 
Justice under its San Fransisco Statute, In Art,59 of the Statute of 
the International tourt of Justice, it is laid down (as it was in Art. 

59 of the Statute of the Permanent Court, of International Justice), 
that the decision of the court has no binding force except between the 
parties in respect of thar particular case. 

This general rule applies, of course, only to the extent to which 
there is no express provision to tne contrary in the Charter. The 
latter is the case with respect to decisions of the Tribunal with 
regard to criminal organisations; in such cases 

the criminal nature of the group or organisation is, under 
Art.10 of the Charter, considered proved and shall not be questioned 
in national, military or occupational courts' of ary Signatory, (Great 
Britain, Franco, the United States of America and the U.S.S.R.). 

Apart from this particular aspect, the decision of the International 
Military Tribunal ius facit inter partes only. 

This is not to soy that the decision of the Tribunal is not bound 
to influence any Court throughout the world, which will be faced With 
similar facts. He would be a bold judge of ary national, occupational 
or military court who would decline to bo guided by the reasoned 
judgment of a court composed of four eminent members ft* tiio legal ptnComion 
of the f ur Great Powers, arrived at after a trial, unique in history. 


* 


* 
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backed by the authority not only of the four Signatories, but also of 
nineteen "adherent" states, always provided that the facts - and the law 
to bo applied - are the sane. That the latter is not the case as far 
as crimes against humanity to be tried under the Control Council Lav/No.10 
are concernud, will be shown in the following paragraph XXVII of this 
paper. 

XXVH,Ihe Nuremberg docini'n and the Control Council Law No«10, 

The Control Council Law N c .10, published in the Official Gazette of 
the Control Council fur Germany, N .3., p.50, (see also Military Govern¬ 
ment Gazette, Germany, British Zone of Control, No. 5. p.4^i Documents 
Series of the Research Office No.15 bis, and this writer’s commentary in 
Doc,Mi3C.No.9.), has been promulgated by the Control Council "in order to 
give effect to the terms of the Moscow Declaration uf 30th October 1943, 
the London Agreement of 8th August 1945, and the Charter issued pursuant 
thereto," 

Art.I. of the Law N o ,l0 ordains that, inter alia, the London 
Agreement is made an integral part of this law. Art.n provides that 
each of the following acts is recognised as a crime and enumerates under 
(a), crines against peace, under (b) war crimes, under (c), crines 
against humanity, and under (d), membership in a category of a criminal 
‘group or organisation declared criminal by the International Military 
Tribunal, 

We are here concerned with crines against humanity. rA 'he respective 
provision of Law N o .10 reads as follown: 

" ( c) Crimes against Humanity; Atrocities and offences, 
including but not limited to murder, extermination, enslave¬ 
ment, deportation, imprisonment, torture, rape, or other 
inhumane acts committed against ary civilian population, 
or persecutions on political, racial or religious grounds, 
whether or not in violation of the domestic laws of the 
country where perpetrated. " 

If wo compare the definition of "Crimes against Humanity" under 
Law No.10 with the definition of crimes against humanity in tho Charter, 
we find the following- differences: 

(1) The definition of Lav/ No,10 begins with tho words "Atrocities and 

offences, including but not limited to ^hese words arc not 

contained in the Charter. -This means that the enumeration in the 
Charter is exhaustive, in Law No,10 oxemplative. This difference does 
not amount to too much, because the words used in the Charter, "or 
other inhumane acts", are so wide that the enumeration is, in practice, 
also only exemplative. 

(2) Among tho acts enumerated in Law No.10 are the following, which are 
not enumeratod in the Charter,namely: "imprisonment, torture and rape". 

(3) The word "and" before "other inhumane acts" is replaced in 

No.10 by the word "or". This again indicates that the intention of the 
makers of Law No.10 was to give it u wider scope, although tho 
practical effect of this alteration should not bo too great. 

(4) The words "before or during the war" are omitted in Law No. 10 
It is submitted that this alteration has nc practical importance 
because from rither provisions of Law No,10 it is quite clear that 
Law No.10 too applies to crimes connittcd both before and during the 

v/o.r. Cnc of the provisions bearing this out is Art.II(5) of Law No.10 









recording the Statutes oT Limitation (Se^poreuXI-of Boc.Miso.9). 

Thu omission of the v/ords "before or during the war" mnv have the 
reason that tne legislators intended that the provisions should cover 
not only acts committed before and during the wwj but also acts oomnitted 
after the war. 

(5) Law Np,10 does not contain the words "in execution of or in 
connection with ary crime within the jurisdiction of the Tribunal". 

This, of course, is the most fundamental and most striking difference 
between the Charter and Law No.10, particularly in view of the great 
importance attributed by the International Military Tribunal to these very 
words. From this difference between the text of the Charter and the 
text of Law No,10, it follows that this important qualification of the 
term "Crime against Humanity", as understood by the International Military 
Tribunal, is entirely inapplicable in proceedings under Law Nb.10. 
Contrary to what was said by the International Military Tribunal with 
regard to the law to be applied by the international Military Tribunal 
on p,16927 (quoted supra IX), it is not necessary under Law No,10 to 
prove that acts, to fall under the notion of crime against humanity 
'.vithin the meaning of Law No.10, must have been in execution of, or in 
connection with a crime against peace or a war crime in the narrower 
sense. 


The effect of this fundamental difference between the Charter on the 
one hand, and Law No.10 on the other, makes the whole jurisprudence evolved 
by the International Military Tribunal with a view to restricting crimes 
against humanity to those closely connected with the war, irrelevant for 
the courts which are dealing or vail be dealing with crimes against 
humanity under Law N o ,10, 

It seems, on first sight, to be rather startling that the law 
applied to the major war criminals who were tried under the Charter, 
should be less comprehensive and therefore less severe than the law 
appliod to not-so-high-ranking perpetrators. To this objection it may 
bo replied: 

(a) That it is only a theoretical and doctrinal one, because the major 
-war criminals woro caught in the not of the lav/ in spite of the 
qualification contained in Art.6(c) of the Charter. 

(b) That the striking difference in the texts of the Charter on the 
one hand, and of Lav; N o ,10 on the other, does not permit of any other 
interpretation. ^There remains one difficulty in the interpretation of 
Lav/ N 0 ,lu. Art.I makes the London Charter an integral part of the Law. 
Art.II contains, as shown, provisions respecting, inter alia , orimes 
against humanity, which differ from the London Charter. Which provision 
is to prevail? I submit that Art,II is the operative provision, the 
quoted part of Article I only incorporating the provisions regarding 
major war criminals in the local law of Germany. Tho guilt, or 
innoconce of persons other than the major wir criminals, is, in rry view, 
governed by Article II, 

I understand that a Carrying-out-Law to the Control Council Law No. 

10 has been prepared by the British authorities for the British zone. 

It may be that the statement of the law, as contained in this paragraph 
will have to be supplemented or qualified when the text of the Carrying- 
out-Law for the British zone is available. 











^JCIX. The different approach of a Criminal Court on tho 

one h&nd and of the United Nations Vhr Crimes Commission 
on the other. 

In considering the judgment of the International Milit,ary Tribunal 
in its bearing u.i the activities of the Onrmission, it should tp borne 
in mind thut the approach of the International Military Tribunal and, 
for that, matter, of any other court administering penal law, to certain 
facts and their legal relevance, must necessarily be different from the 
approach to the same facts by the United Nations War Crimes Commission. 
While the International Military Tribunal os a court of law has had to 
establish, and did actually establish,whether a certain fact is proved 
"beyond reasonable doubt" (cf. the acquittal of Schacbt, (p.17022) and 
the acquittal of Papon (p. 17051)), the Commission has only to decide 
whether there is a prina facie case against a cortain person or a group 
of persons. 

The Conmission has further to consider that the lav; to bo applied 
to "crimes against humanity" by national, occupational or military 
courts need not necessarily be the some as the law which was applied by 
the Nuremberg Tribunal. With regard to Germany, it has been shown in 
paragraph XXVIII supra that the law laid down by the Control Council 
differs from the law of tho Charter. 
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StroAcher had charge of the Jewish boyw^tt of 1 April 1933* He 
advocated tho NUmborg Doorues of 1935. Ho was ruspcnsiblo for the 
demolition on August 10, 1938 of the Synagogue in Nurnberg. And on 
November 10, 1938, ho spoko publicly in support Ike Jowisn pogrom 
which was taking place at that time. 

but it was not only .in Uorrany tnat v.ixz aoibna^n;. auvocutoci ;us 
doctrines/ As oarly as 19h^ began to call for the annihilation of 
the' Jewish ruce. Twenty-throe different articles ox’ "Lor StUmer 1 
between 1938 and 1941 were produood in evidence, in which extermination 
"root and branch" was preached. Typical of hi3 teachings was a leading 
article in September 1938 which termed tho Jew «*• a germ and a. pest, not 
a human being, but "a parasite, an eneqy, an evil-doer, a disseminator 
of diseases who must be destroyed in the interest of mankind”. Other 
articles urged that only when world Jewry had been annihilated would the 
Jewish problem have been solved, and predicted that fifty years hence the 
Jewish graves "will proclaim that this people of murderers and criminals 
has after all met its deserved fate." Streichor, in February 1940, 
published a letter from one of "Der StUrmer's" roaders which compared 
Jews with swarms of locusts which must be exterminated completely. Suoh 
v/as the poison Stroicher injected into the minds of thousands of Germans 
which caused them to follow the National Socialist policy of Jewish 
persecution and extermination. A leading .article of "Dor Sturmor" in 
May 1939, shows clearly his aims 

" A punitive expedition must come against the Jews in Russia. 

A punitive expedition which will provide the same fate for 
them that every murderer and criminal must expect. Death 
sentence and execution. Hie Jews in Russia must be killed. 

They must be exterminated root and branch. " 

As tho war in the early stages proved successful in acquiring more 
and more territory for-the Reich, Stroicher even intensified his efforts 
to incite the Germans against the Jews. In the reoord are twenty-six 
articles from "Der Sttlrmer", published between August 1941 and September 
1944, twelve by Streichor’s nm hand, which demanded annihilation and 
extermination in unequivocal terms. He wrote and published on December 
25, 1941: 

" If the danger of the reproduction of that curse of God in 
the Jewish blood is to finally come cu* end, then there 
is only one way — tho extermination of that people whoso 
father is tho devil. " 

And in February 1944, his own article stated: 

" Whoever docs what a Jew does is a scoundrel, a criminal. 

And he who repeats and wishes to copy him deserves the 
some fate, annihilation, death. " 

With knowledge of 'the extermination of the Jews in the occupied 
Eastern Territory, this defendant oo'nti'nuod to write and publish ills 
propaganda of death. Testifying in this trial, he vehemently denied 
any knowledge of mass executions of Jews, But the evidence mkos it 
clear that he continually received current information on the progress 
of the "final solution". Hi3 press photographer was sent to visit the 
ghettoes of the East in the spring of 1943, tho time of the destruction 
of the Warsaw Ghetto. The Jewish newspaper, "Israelitisches Woohenblatt" 
which Streichor received and read, carried in each issue accounts of 
Jewish atrocities in the 3ist, and gave figures on the number of Jews 
who had been deported and killed. For example, isoues appearing in tho 











sumnsr an cl fall of 1942 reported the death of 72,729 Jews in Warsaw, 

17,542 in Loda, 18,000 in Croatia, 125,000 in Roumania, 14,000 in 

Latvia, 85,000 in Yugoslavia, 700,000 in all of Poland.In November 

1943 Streicher quoted verbatim an article from the "Israeiitisches 
Wnchonblatt", which stated that the Jowc had virtually disappeared from 
Europe, and commented "Thi« net 1 Jewish lie", Tn Deeoi.iber 1942, 
referring to an article in the "London Tines", about the atrocities, 
aiming at oxtermination, Streicher said that Hitler had given warning 
that the second World War should lead to the destruction of Jewry. In 
January 1943 ho wrote and published an ;\rticle which said that Hitler's 
prophecy was being fulfilled, that world Jewry was being extirpated, 
and that it was wonderful to know that Hitler was freeing the world of 
its Jev/ish tormentors. 

In the faee of the evidence before the Tribunal it is idle for 
Streicher to suryost that the solution of the Jewish problem which he 
favoured was strictly limited to tho classification of Jews as aliens , 
and the passing of discriminatory legislation such as the NUrnberg Laws, 
supplemented if possible by international agreement on the creation of a 
Jewish State somewhere in the world, to which all Jews should emigrate, 

Streicher's incitement to murder and extermination at the time; when 
Jews in the East were being killed under the most horrible conditions 
clearly constitutes persecution on political and facial grounds in 
connection with war crimes, as defined by the Charter, and constitutes a 
crime against humanity." 

It appears that in the case of Streicher, the Tribunal included 
anong his activities considered criminal, his speaking, writing and 
preaching hatred of the Jews for 25 years. It therefore went back to 
the year 1920, The Tribunal enumerated among his crimes, his part in 
the Jewish boycott of 1st April 1933, in the advocating of the Nurcnberg 
Laws in 1935, in the demolition of the Nuremberg synagogue in August 1938, 
and his part in tho Jewish pogrom of November^ 1930, This would appear 
tu indicate that here the Tribunal included within the notion of crimes 
against humanity these pre-lJ39 activities. The Tribunal was, however, 
careful to point out that it was not only in (fcrmany that this defendant 
advocated his doctrines and the Tribunal stated that with knowledge of 
the extermination of the Jews in tho occupied Eastern territory, Streicher 
continued to write and publish his propoganda of death, 

1 

This leaves open an interpretation of the Judgment to the effect that 
only acts committed in connection y/ith crimes against peace or war crimes 
are crimes against humanity within the meaning of the Charter and that 
Streicher. had been found guilty of Count 4 not for his activities wihin 
Gemar\y but for his extension of their scope to the occupied territories 
and for his call for the annihilation of tho Jewish race throughout the 
world. 

The reolv by the Tribunal to Streiehar’s defence that the solution 
of the Jewish problem which he favoured was strictly limited to the 
classification of Jews as aliens and tbc passing of the discriminatory 
legislation, such as the Nuremberg Laws, also indicates that the Tribunal 
did not consider Streicher's part, e,g. in the passing of the discrimina¬ 
tory legislation as such to constitute a crime against humanity, but only 
his incitement to murder and extermination at the time when the Jews in 
the East were being killed under the most horrible conditions. This 
incitement to murder and extermination of Jews,the Tribunal declared to 
be persecution on political and racial grounds in connection with war 
crimos. 
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30th November.1946« 

UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION 

Fourth Supplement 
to the 
Synopsis 

of Trial Reports. 

(Doc. C. 204) 


Since the circulation of the Third Supplement, (Doc,C.233) 
the. reports summarised in this paper have been reoeived by 
the United Nations War Crimes Commission, up to the 30th 
November, 1946, 

The following documents contain lists of trial reports 
reoeived: C.204, C.208, C.222,. C.2-33 and the present 

paper. 


I, International Trials: 

2) Transcript of the trial of the major Far Eastern War Criminals, 

from 3 May 1946-24th September 1946, with additional papers 

from the International Military Tribunal for the Far E a st. 

II. British Trials; . 

121. Trial of Guilio Giulietti and Bruno Franconi. 

D.ate & Place of Trial: 17-18 April 1946 at Milan. 

Charge: (l) Committing a war crime in that they at San Michele 
, ■ • on 6th November 1943, in violation of the laws and 
usages of war, were concerned with others in the 
killing of an unknown escaped Indian PoW. 

(2) Giulietti: Committing a War crime in that he at 
San Michele x on or about 6 November 1943, in 
violation of the laws and usages of war, was 
concerned with others in the killing of an unknown 
escaped British PoW. 

Verdict:(l) Giulietti and Franconi not guilty. 

(2) Giulietti Guilty. 

Sentenoe: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

. Sentence confirmed. 

122, Trial of Franz Kotulan, a Gorman national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 31 May - 1 Juno 1946 at Leibnitz, 
Austria, 

Charge; Committing a war crime in that he at Weinburg, on 
or about 14 M a y 1942, in violation of the lav/s and 
usages of war, did kill a Now Zealand corporal, a 
prisonor of war. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Sentence confirmed. 
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IV. 


i 


v 


123. Trial of Corrodo Sorootti and Giuseppe Cornaoobia, Italian nationals. 
Cato 1 riaoe uf Trial: 7 Juno 1946, at Ancona, 

' Charge; Committing a war crime in that they in the neigh¬ 
bourhood of Coriconi in the Amandola Commune, 

Italy, on or about ? May 19 ^ 4 , in violation of the 
luws and usuges of war, were concerned in the 
killing of an unknown escaped British PoW, 

Verdict: Sorcetti: Not Guilty, (No case). 

OornaochLa Guilty. 

Sentence; Death by shooting. 

Findings confirmed, but sentence commuted to one 
of imprisonment for life. 

United States Trials. 


115-J. Trial of Genji Matsuda and Jeichi Kuwashima, Japanese. 

Date <fc Place of Trial: 5-13 September 1946 at Shanghai, 
Charge: Failure to treat American PoW confined in Mukden, 

• • Manchuria PoW camp in accordance with Geneva PoW 

Convention, between-December 1942 and August 1945* 
Verdict: Both Guilty, 

Sentences: Death, 1, 

Imprisonment for 7 years, 1, 

120- J. Trial of Toyozo Morita. 

Date & place of Trial; 13 May 1946 at Manila, P.I, 

Charge; Murder and attempted murder of civilians near Davao 
City, P.I., on or about 9 May 1945. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life. 

Disapproved by Commanding General, AFWESPAC. 
Rehearing ordered. 

121- J. Trial of Take lei Yamamoto arid 5 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 16 September 1946 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Murder, other assaults and mistreatments of 

civilians at Dumagucte and Siaton, P.I., during 

the period from on or about 7 August 1944 to on or 
about 23 November 1944* 

Verdict: All six found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging: 5, 

Death by shooting: 1. 

122- J. Trxol oi Kiyoshi Nishikuvu. 

- Date & Place of T r ial* 16 September 1946 at Manila, P.I, 

Charge; Murdor, cruelty and torture of civilians at or 

noar Bagc and Silay, P.I., during tho poriod from 
cn or about 27 March 1943 to on or about 1 Jan.45* 
Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontence: Death by hanging. 

’ * l 

123- J, Trial of Duenas, Juan Muna, Guamanian. 

Date & Place of- T rial; 28 Dec.,1944 at Heudquartors, Island 
Command, Guam. 

Charge: Murder (2 specifications) 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for lifo. 

Sentence approved. 
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124- J. Trial of Guerrero, Pedro Sablan Loon, Saipanese. 

Date & Place'of Trial; 2 July 194-5 at Guam, 

• Charge: Assault and Battery (11 specifications). 

Verdict: Guilty (all specifications). 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years and 6 months* 

Sentence approved. 

125- J. Trial of Villagomez, Jose P. - Saipanese. 

Date & Place of Trial: 26 Feb.,194.5 at Hq, Island Qnd, Guam. 
Chargo: Murder, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Sentence approved. 

126- J. Trial of Cruz, Miguel A. > Guamanian, 

Date & Place of Trial; 22 March 194-5 at Hq.,Island Gnd,Guam. 
Charge; Assault (2 specifications). 

Verdict; Guilty (both specifications). 

Sentence; Imprisonment for one year. 

Sentence approved. 


127- J. Trial of Sablan, Nicolas T. Saipanese. 

Date & Place of Trial: 30 March 194-6 at Hq,Island Cmd. ,Guam, 
Charge:(l) Assault (4- specifications) 

• ' (2) Assault vdth intent to commit rape (2 specifications) 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years. 

128- J. Trial of Kobayashi, Matsukichi, - Japanese. 

Date & Place of Trial: 10 April 194-5, Hq,,Island Cmd., Guam. 
Charge: Murder. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life. 

* Scntonco approved. 


129-J. Trial of Camacho, -imtonio and Keyes, Juan, - SuJLpanooc, 

Date & Place of Trial: 27 April 194-5 at Hq.Island Cmd,Guam. 
Charge: Murder, early part of 194-2. 

Verdict: Both guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2. 

Findings confirmed but sentences conr/iuted to 
imprisonment for life. 


130-J. Trial of Borja, Manual Tudela, - Guamanian. 

Date « Plaoe of T r ial:9 May 194-5, Hq.,Island Cmd.,Guam. 
Chargor (l) Murder, 

(2; Assault. 

Verdict: Guilty, (both charges). 

Sontonco: Death by hanging. 

Sentence commuted to imprisonment lor life. 


1 7 1-J. Trial of Pangolinan, Henry S. - Saipanese. 

Date & Place of Trial: 23'May 1945 at Hq.,Island Cmd.,Guam. 
■ 1 * Chargc:(l) Assault (3 specifications) 

(2) Assault ahd Battery (? specifications) 


Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Sentence approved. 








13^-J. Trial of Aguon, Mariano Tydingoo - Guamanian. 

Date & Place of Trial: 9 June 1945 at Hq.,Island Cmd.,Guam. 
Charge: Sex perversion. 

Verdict:- Guilty. 

• Sentenoe: Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Sentence approved. 

133-J. Trial of Shinohara, Samuel T. - Japanese. 

Date & Place of Trial; 28 July 1945 at Hq.,Island Cmd.,Guam. 
Charge: (l) Treason, 

(2) Theft, 

(3) Assault and Battery, 

(4) Taking a female for the purpose of prostitution 
(2 specifications). 

Additional Charges: 

! l) Treason. 

2) Assault and Battery (2 specifications) 

3) Desecration of the flag 
Verdiotj “ Guilty on 5 charges. 

Not guilty of Charge (2) and additional charged). 
Sentence: Death by hanging. 

134-J. Trial of Crisostono, Luis. C. - Saipanese. 

Date & Plaoe of Trial: 1 Aug.1945 at Hq.,Island Cmd., Guam. 
Charge: ( 1} Murder, 

(2) Assault (13 specifications). 

Verdict: "Guilty on all charges. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Findings approved, but sentence commuted to 
* ' "imprisonment for life, 

135-J. Trial of Shoji Koju, and Tokahashi, Kiyoshi, both Japanese 

Date & Place of Trial: 30 Aug.,1945 at Hq..Island Qnd.,Guam. 
Charge: Murder"(2 specifications). 

Verdict; Doth guilty. 

" Sentences: Death by hanging, 

136-J. Trial of Hosokhwa, Akiyoshi, Japanese. 

Date & Place of Trial: 12 Sept,,1945 at Hq . t Island Cmd.,Guam. 
Charge: Assault and Battery ( 2 specifications.) 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence; Irpriaonment for 12 months. 

Sentence approved. 

137-J. Trial of Kawachi, Kanzo - Japanese. 

Date & Place of Trial: 17 Sept,1945 at Hq,,Island Cmd,,Guam, 
Charge: Assault and Battery (14 specifications). 

Verdict; Ghilty (all specifications). 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 years and 6 months. 

Findings and sentence approved. 

137-J* Trial of Miwa, Kyomon - Japanese, 

Date & Place of Trial: 20 Sept.,1945 at Hq.,Island Cmd.,Guam. 
Charge: Assault and Battery, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentonce: Imprisonment for 6 months. 

' Sentence approved. 
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139- J. Trial of Cabrera, Jose C. - Saipanese. 

Date & Place of Trial: 2 6 Sept.,1945 at Hq., Island Cmd.,Guam. 
Charge: Assault and Battery ( 11 Specifications). 

Verdict: Guilty (all specifications). 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years and 6 months. 

Sentence approved. 

140- J. Trial of Ogawa, Hirose - Japanese. 

Date & ^lace of Trial: 12 0ct.,l°45 at Hq., Island Cmd.,Guam. 
Charge: Assault and Battery. . 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years and 6 months. 

Sentenco approved, 

.141-J. Trial of Quintanilla, Domingo S., - Rotaneso. 

Date &. Place of Trial: 15 Oct.,1945 at Hq.,Island Cmd. ,Guam. 
Charge: Assault and Battery (8 Specifications). 

Verdict: , Guilty (all specifications). 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 4 years. 

Sentence approved. 


142- J. Trial of Jfendiola, fritz Angocio, - Rotaneso, 

Date & Place of Trial: 18 Oct,,1945 at Hq.,Island Qnd.,Cuam, 
Charge: Assault and Battery ( 14 specifications). 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years and 6 months. 

Sentence approved, 

143- J. Trial of Villagomez, Jose P. - Saipanese. 

Date &-place of Iriui: 22 Oct.,1945 a t Hq t> j s iand Cmd,,Guam, 
Charge: Assault and Battery (7 specifications). 

Verdict: Guilty (all specifications). 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Sentence approved. 

144- J. Trial of Sablan, Francisco P. - Saipanese, 

Date & place of Trial: 29 0 c t.,1945 at Hq,,Island Qnd.,Guam. 
Charge: Assault and battery ( 24 specifications). 

Verdict; Guilty (all specifications). 

Sentence: Imprisoamont for 6 years. 

Sentence approved. 

145- J. Trial of Villagomez, Juan - Guamanian. 

Date &■ Place of Trial:31 Oct.1545 at Hq.,Island Cmd.,Guam. 


Charge 




Verdict: 

Sentence: 


Murder. 

Assault and Battery (4 specifications). 
Guilty on both charges. 

Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Sentence approved. 


146-j. Trial of Colonel ChJ.sc tq Oishi, and 9 other members of the 

Japanese forces. 

Date & Place of Trial:21 Nov.,1945 at U.S.Naval Air Base, 
ftwajalein Island, Marshall Islands. 

Charge: (1) Murder. 

(2; Conspiracy to oomuit murder. 

Verdict: All found guilty, 

Sontetccb. Death by hanging, 6, 

, Imprisonment for life, 2, 

Imprisonment for 20 years, ?. 
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147- J. Trial of Sakaibara, Shigematzu, Rear Admiral, and 2 others of the 

- Japanoso Navy, 

Date & place of Trial; 21 Dec.,1945 at U.S.Naval Air Base, 
Kwajaleir Island, Marshall Islands, 

Charge; (1) Murder. 

(2) Murder (2 specifications against Sakaibara), 
Verdict; 1, (Lt.Ito) Suicido - nolle prosequi. 

Guilty, 2, 

Sentences; Death by hanging, 

148- J. Trial of Igawa, Tadao, Japanoso. 

Date & Place of Trial; 8 Feb,,1946 at Hq.,Island Ond.,Guam. 
Charge; Murder, 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging, 

149- J. Trial of Kawasaki, Susami and 2 other members of the Japanese Navy. 

Date & Place cf Trial; 11 April 1946 at Guam, 

Charge: Murder,(2 specifications). 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 2. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

" " shooting, 1, 

150- J. Trial of Abe, Kose, Vice Admiral and 2 other members of the 

Japanese Navy, 

Date & Place.of Trial; 15 Mey 1946, at Guam. 

Charge; Murder of 9 American PoW, names unknown. 

Verdict: All 3 found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 10 years, 1, 

» » 5 " 1. 

151- J, Trial of Isono, Meguru and Nakajima, Noboru, both captains in the 

Japanese Army, 

Date & Place of Trial; 3 June 1946 at ^uam. 

Charge; Murder, 

Verdict; Isono^ not guilty, 

Nokajima, guilty. 

Sent once: Doath by lunging. 

152- J. Trial of Lt.Col.Kikuji Ito and 3 others of the Japanese Amy. 

Date & Place of Trial: 19 June 1946 at Guam, 

Charge: Murder, 

Verdict: All four found guilty. 

‘ Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for life, 1, 

" " 25 years, 1, 

" " 10 " , 1 , 

153- J. Trial of'Kato, Takemune, Colonel, and 4 others of the Japanese Amy. 

Date & Place of Trial: 12 July 1946 at Guam, 

Charge: (l) Murder (l specification ) 

(2) Neglect of duty in violation of the laws and 
customs of war, (2 specifications against Kato) 
Verdict; All guilty. (Kato not guilty cf seoond charge). 
Sentences: . Ir.iprisonmcnt for life, 2, 

" " 15 years, 2, 

" " 10 " , 1. 

Sentences approved. 
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154- J. Trial of Lt.Gen.Yoshio Tachibana, Vice Jidniral Kunizo Mori and 

12 other mentors cf the Japanese forces. 

Date & Place of Trial: 15 August 19^ at Guam, 

Chorees: (l^ Murder ( 6 specifications) 

(2) Violation cf the lavra and customs uf wax 
(8 specifications) 

Charges 1 and 2 include allegations of cannibalism. 

(3) Neglect of duty in violation of the laws and 
customs of war (24 specifications). 

Verdict: 1 found not guilty. 

13 found guilty on one or more charges. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 3, 

Imprisonment for life, 2, 

" ‘ " 20 years, 1, 

II II -I C II p 
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155- J. Trial cf Masayoshi Takano, Japanese. 

Date & Place of Trial: 16 Oct.,1946 at Guam. 

Charge: Murder of a prisoner of war* 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 9 years. 

156- J. Trial of Toshiro Tnklzawn, Japanese. 

Date & Place of Trial: 5 June 1946 at Manila* P.I, 

Charge; Wilful and unlawful burning of the town of 

San Pablo, Laguna Province, P.I. on or about 

25 March 1945. 

Verdict: Not Guilty* 

157- J. Trial of Toshimi Kumai, Japanese* 

Date & Place of "rial: 8 July 1946 at Manila, P.I* 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture of civilians at or 

near Despojols, and at or near Lucena, P.I., 
during the months of November and December 1943# 
Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment with hard labour for 25 years. 

Scntonce approved. 

158- J. Trial of Yuzuru Nakajima, Japanese. 

Date & Place of Trial; 2 C c t,,1946 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge; Murder, cruelty and torture of civilians at or 

near Bacolod, P.I. in or about April and May 

1944. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years, 

159 - J. Trial of Tanaaku Takahashi, Japaneso. 

Date & Place of Trial: 19 September 1946 at Manila, P.I, 

Charge; Murder, cruolty and torture of civilians at 

Murcia, and Talisay, P.I, between 2 May 1943 

and 7 May 1944. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by musketry. 




160-J. Trial of Shiozawa, Mamoru, Japanese. 

Date- & Place of Trial: 28 august 194-6 at Honshu, Yokohama. 

Charge; Between 11 November 1942 and 15 Septer;iber 1945 

at Tokyo Area PoW camps,branch 2-B and 24-D, 
Kawasaki, Honshu, the ace used, a civilian guard 
serving with tho amed forces of Japan, did 
violate the lav/s and customs of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment with hard labour for 20 years. 


VIII,French Cases. 

65. Trial of Wilhelm Wippermann. 

Date & Place of Trial: 6th September 1946 before the Permanent 
Military Tribunal at Ronnos. 

Charge: Complicity in wilful striking and wounding of 

French civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 
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Yugoelav-Ttslian charges of 


Crimes against Humanit' 


Report by Committee III 



I« Committee I has been examining a considerable number of charges 

brought by the Yugoslav National Office against certain Italian 
nationals. These charges include Charges Nos, 1323, 1462, 3296, 4031, 
4032, 4033, 4034, 4035 , 4036 and 4037. Of these charges, the Charges 
Nos. 1462 and 4037 deal with the same facts. 

The charges mentioned were referred to Committee III by Committee 
I, the terms of reference being that Committee III should give its 
opinion as to whether or not the alleged crimes should be considered ns 
crimes against humanity, and for what reasons, 

II. The facts of the oases referred to Committee III are reproduced in 
Docs. III/32, III/45 and IH/56. ^he Yugoslav representative on the 
United Nations War Crimes Commission, Dr. R. ZIVKOVIC, supplemented the 
charges by two memoranda, which are contained in Doc3. III/57 and III/59 

III. In the meeting of Committee III held on 2nd October, 1946, 
(Conmittee III Minutes No.20/46), Dr. Zivkovic proposed that the conside 
ration of the case No.1323 (annox to Doc,IIl/32) should be adjourned, 
because it was not directly connected with the other cases enumerated 
above. This was agreed to by Committee III and thi . repeat deals 
accordingly with all the cases mentioned in paragraph I of this paper, 
with the exception of the Charge No.1323, on which a special report will 
be prepared in due course. 

TV. From the following report, it will bo seen that the individual 

charges brought by the Yugoslav National Office, and dealt with in this 
report, deal in some cases with a considerable number of different sets 
of facts. On some of such sets of facts, or "counts", the information 
so far produced by the Yugoslav National Office was not considered 
sufficient and the decision on some counts has accordingly also been 
adjourned until additional information is forthcoming. 

V. In presenting the report, Committee III states: 

(1) That it is not concerned with the question whether the persons 
charged by the Yugoslav government should be listed by the 
Conmission at the instance of tho Yugoslav government. 

(2) That it is not concerned with the question whether the persons 
should be extradited or handed over totho Yugoslav government. 

(3) That it is not concerned with tho guilt of each individual 
accused. 

Tho only question on which Committee III has to give its opinion 
is whether tho facts set out in the Yugoslav charges constitute crimes 
against humanity and if so, to give the reasons, The task of 
Conmittee III is therefore restricted to a m-ply to this theoretical 
legal question only. 












Considering the charges referred to it from this restricted angle, 
Committee III muke3 the observations contained in the following 
paragraphs of this prpor. 

Committee III dealt first with the individual charges and the 
counts forming thorn stating in the nours* if the analy3in of the 
individual f'asi's and charges, whether, in its opinion, the facts alleged 
constituted crimes under common law (general principles of penal law) 
and reserving until a later stage, consideration of the question whether 
these crimes were on such a scale or of such a character as to warrant 
their qualification as ciimes against humanity (see paragraphs XXV - XVI 
infra), Tne conclusions reached on each count are summarized in 
paragraphs 11 - XIII below, 

'1. Case No, 1296 ( Doc. IIlA5) . 

This charge contains eight different counts, with which Committee 
III dealt as follows 

Count 1 . 

The decision was adiourned until the Yugoslav National Office could 
supply further information. 

Coun t 3 2 and 

'Provided that the acts alleged were not committed in the course of 
military operations, they constitute in the Committee's opinion, crimes. 

Count 4.. 

"In 'the Committee's opinion, the facts dealt v/ith in paragraph 1 of 
Count constitute crimes. 

The second paragraph of Count 4 (regarding the killing of Kamilo 
Stepancic) was adjourned until the Yugoslav National Office will have 
supplied information regarding the question why the victim had been 
killed. 

Counts 5 , 6 an d 7. 

The facts alleged constitute crimes. Attention is drawn to the 
Comnittoe's opinion which will bo explained later, (paragraph XVIII) 
that these crimes do not, however, constitute crimes ngninst humanity. 

Count 3, ; 

The Committee is of the opinion that ths torture and the shooting 
without trial referred to in the charge, constitute crimes. 

VII. Case No.4031. 

Counts 1 and 2. 

“are, according to tho statement by Dr. Zivkovid, important as 
illustx’at'ions of a pattern, but are not charges in themselves. 

Count 3. 

The Committee is of the opinion that the burning down of the 
house, allegedly as a reprisal, and tho shooting, constitute crimes. 

The Committee does nut, however, regard the more arrost of two students 
and two other men, in itself, as u crime. 


Counts 4 and 5. 

The shooting of captured partisans without trial alleged in the 
charge, constitute, prim facie, a crime. 

Count 6, 

The Committee is of the opinion that the wanton dcstruetior by 
fire of the house, as it ip alleged in the charge, constitutes a crime 

Count 7. 

This count consists of three different sets of facts described in 
three paragraphs. 

Paragraphs 1 and 3 of count 7 were adjourned. 

As to paragraph 2, which contains the charge f shooting civilians 
arrested for violation of a curfew while allegedly trying to escape, 
the Committee considers that there is a reasonable suspicion of a crime 
having been committed. 

Count 8, 

This count concerns the shooting of a captured partisan while 
allegedly trying to escape. The Committee considers this charge as a 
prim facie case of a crime. 

VHI. Case N’ ,4032, 

This charge concerns the pillaging of villages, setting fire to 
houses and the murder and deportation of persons, Ihe Committee 
decided that a prim facie case of a crime had been made out. 

The crimp of pillage does not, however, in the Committee's view, 
constitute a crime against humanity, 

IX. Case No.4033. 

In the Committee's opinion, both Counts of this case constitute 
crimes, (shooting of hostages in Count 1, and shooting of three women 
under the pretence that they attempted to escape in Count 2), 

X. Case No.4034. 

Counts 1 to 5 of this charge refer to; 

Count 1 . 

Imprisonment of 45 men and deportation to concentration coups in 
Germany. 

Count 2. 

The so-callod "mopping up" action, in the c urse of which persons 
wore arrested, one of them hanged, the others released, and the village 
pillaged. The hanging tool: place without trial, 

Count3. 

The torture and capture of partisans, taking some of thorn to a 
house, stripping, some of them and torturing, them to death. 

Count 4. 

The hanging of four men without trial. 


Count 5. 

Th t . pill,aging of a village, setting houses on fire, killing 
pooplo, including women and children. 
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The Committee considered that with regard to all five counts, a 
prima facie case of a orine had been made out. 

The charge preferred in Count 6 of the 3arrve case ms abandoned by 
Dr,Zivkovid. 


XI. Case No, 4-035. 

Count 1. 

The Yugoslav representative pointed out that the offences alleged 
to have been committed under Count 1 ( and also Counts 7, 8, 9 and 13) 
were committed arbitrarily. The Committee came to the conclusion that 
the shooting alleged under Count 1 constitutes a prime facie case of a 
crime. 

Count2, 

The Yugoslav representative abandoned this Count, 

Count 3, 

Here the Committee came to the same conclusion as in respect of 
Count 1, 

Count 4. 

Tile Yugoslav representative abandoned Count 4. 

Count 1 

The Committee adjourned this count on the suggestion of the 
Yugoslav representative, 

Count 6. 

This Count was abandoned by the Yugoslav representative as far as 
the alleged robLery was concerned. The shooting however constitutes, 
in tho Committee's opinion,'a prima facie case of a crime. 

Counts 7. 8 a t id 9, 

The same applies to the shooting alleged under Counts 7, 8 and 9» 

Count 10, 

The Yugoslav representative explained that by internment in Germany, 
internment in a concentration camp was meant. The Committee came 
therefore to the conclusion that as far as deportations to concentration 
coups were concerned, a prima facie case of a crime had been made out. 

Count s 11 _and_12^ 

As far’ 03 the deportations to concentration camps alleged under 
these counts are concerned, the Committee found a prima facie case of .a 
crime. 


Count 15. 

The same applies to the facts alleged under Count 13 as far as the 
shooting of the victim is concerned. 

Count 14, 

With regard to the alleged beating and torture of the victims, the 
Conrdttoe finds a prima facie caso of a crime. 

XII, Case No. 4 036 . 

The Yugoslav representative abandoned the charge of ’wrongful arrest. 
As regards the detaining without food of 12 people and their transference 
to a prison in order to be sent to a concentration camp, tho Cammittoo 
found a prima facie cano established. 











Tho aiso was adjourned as far as the committing of a crime by 
ordering forced labour wa3 alleged, 

XOl. Case No. 4057. 

Here the Committee dealt with tho Counts reproduced in paragraph I 
on page 11 of Doc.III/56 in tho following way; 

Count 1. 

The Conmitteu adjourned the consideration of this case and asked 
the Yugoslav National Office to furnish the text of the regulations 
which wore in force in the occupied Yugoslav region of Ljubljana, 

Count 2, 

Here tho Committee arrived at the opinion that the shooting of the 
prisoner Furlan during an alleged attempt to escape constitutes a crime. 

Counts 3. 4 and 5. 

The Yugoslav representative explained that apart from tho charge 
of killing a partisan, tho facts described under these counts wero 
brought forward to illustrate the general atmosphere and did not purport 
to allege that they were crimes in thomsolves. 

The decision on the charge in count 4, regarding the killing of a 
partisan names Sasa, was adjourned, to enable the Yugoslav National 
Office to furnish further informati.on on the circumstances of the killing. 

Count 6, 

The consideration of this count was adjourned, the Yugoslav 
National Office promising to give further information respecting the 
circumstances of the killing of the three partisans. 

Counts 7, 8. 9. 10 and 11. 

!riie Yugoslav representative declared that the facts contained in 
these points were recordod only for illustration of the general 
atmosphere. 

Count 12 . 

The Yugoslav representative supplemented the charge by stating 
that tho homes of the killed partisans had been set on fire deliberately 
and without military necessity and certainly ret in the course of 
fighting. Thereupon the Committee decided that this wanton destruction 
of property constituted a crime. 

Count 13, 

The Committee came to the conclusion that the shooting of a young 
man for shouting cummniat slogans, and slogans advocating the freedom 
of Slovenia, made uut a prima facie case cf a crimo, both jn tho event 
of his having been shot without trial, and in the event of a trial having 
been held, because the punishment would in any case have been excessive. 

Count 14. 

The Committee came to the conclusion that a prima facie case of a 
crime committed by tho -wanton destruction of two houses had been made out. 

Count 15. 

sub-para. 1. Tho Commission is of the opinion that a crime has 
been committed by sending to concentration camps persons for being 
relatives of ren whe had left their hones to join the partisans. 


sub-nara, 2, This case was adjourned until further information 
woild be- forthcoming. 










Tho casu was adjourned as far as the committing of a crime by 
ordering forced labour was alleged, 

XUL Case No. 4-057. 

Here the Committee dealt with the Counts reproduced in paragraph I 
on page 11 of Doc.Hl/56 in the following wayj 

Count 1. 

The Conmittev adjourned the consideration of this case and asked 
the Yugoslav National Office to furnish the text of the regulations 
which were in force in the occupied Yugoslav region of Ljubljana, 

Count 2, 

Here tho Committee arrived at the opinion that the shooting of the 
prisoner Furlan during an alleged attempt to escape constitutes a crime. 

Counts 3. 4 and 5 . 

The Yugoslav representative explained that apart from the charge 
of killing a partisan, the facts described under these counts were 
brought forward to illustrate tho general atmosphere and did not purport 
to allege that they wore crimes in thomsolvos. 

The decision on the charge in count 4, regarding the killing of a 
partisan names Sasa, was adjourned, to enable the Yugoslav National 
Office to furnish further information on the circumstances of the killing. 

Count 6, 

The consideration of this count was adjourned, the Yugoslav 
National Office promising to give further information respecting the 
circumstances of the killing of the three partisans. 

Counts 7. 8. 9. 10 and 11, 

The Yugoslav representative declared that the facts contained in 
these points were recordod only for illustration of the general 
atmosphere. 

Cotint 12, 

The Yugoslav representative supplemented the charge by stating 
that the homes of tho killed partisans had been set on fire deliberately 
and without military necessity and certainly in t in the course uf 
fighting. Thereupon the Committee decided that this wanton destruction 
of property constituted a crime. 

Count 13. 

The Committoo came to the conclusion that the shooting of a young 
man for shouting communist slogans, and slogans advocating the freedom 
of Slovenia, made out a prima facio case of a crime, both in the event 
of his having been shot without trial, and in the event of a trial having 
been held, because the punishment would in ary case have been excessive. 

Count 14. 

The Committee care to the conclusion that a prima facie case of a 
crime committed by tho -wanton destruction of two houses had boon made out. 

Count 15. 

s ub-para. 1. The Commission is of the opinion that a crime ha3 
been commit tod by sending to concentration caiips persons for boj ng 
relatives of non who had left their homes to join the partisans. 

sub-para, 2. This case was adjourned until further information 
wodd be forthcoming. 
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Counts 16 and 17. 

The Committee arrived at the oame opinion as with respect to 
Count 15, sub-para.l., namely that it constitutes a crime to intern 
persons for no other reason than that of being relatives of youths who 
Hud joined the partisans. 

Count 18. 

The decision on this count was adjourned. 

With regard to the Counts contained in case l<o.4037» (Coc.Ul/56, 
part II), the opinion of the Conmittco is as follows: 

Count 1 . 

The Committee arrived at the opinion that a priraa facia case of a 
crime had been established with regard to the killing of a man while 
allegedly attempting to escape. The wanton destruction of 81 buildings 
also constitutes a crime. 

Count 2. 

This case was ad burned for the same reasons as count 1 of part I 
and the Yugoslav National Office was asked to provide the text of the 
provisions valid in Ljubljana province. 

XIV, Tho Committee tock note of the two papers, III/57 and IH/59, 
presented by the Yugoslav representative' and particularly of the speech 
made by Mussolini in Gorizia on 31&t July 1942. On this occasion, 
Mussolini, in unambiguous terms, announced that he had given the order 
to change radically the methods of dealing with Italian citizens of 
Yugoslav race, Mussolini spoke of the- "inflexibility of Roman lav/" 
from which allegedly followed that those who refused to give up their 
dreams "should know that they would bo completely annihilated and that 
their property would literally be razed to the ground". Mussolini 
referred to an alleged fact that after one barbaric tribe had tried to 
attack the Romans three times, Caesar gave the order to annihilate all 
the males of that population. It goes without saying that the term 
"barbaric tribe" was intended to refer to the population of Yugoslav 
origin, living in the Julian March, 

In this speech, therefore, the then dictator of Italy not only 
clearly admitted but even bqasted that all the crimes, not only against 
the life and liberty of Italian citizens of Yugoslav race, but also 
against their property, which would be committed, had been ordered and 
instigated by him, as the then supreme representative of the Italian 
executive power. 

The Committee considers Mussolini's speech particularly relevant, 
because of the opinion vhich it has expressed in its preliminary report 
containing, "Goneral Propositions" defining tho term crimes against 
humanity (Doc,0,2017. 

Reference to tho "General Propositions" and their application to 
the present case will bo made in paragraph XVI of this paper. 

XV. Prom the individual Yugoslav charges, as analysed above, in 
connection with the spooch by Mussolini, it appears that a great number 
of examples of crimes have boon established, including acts of murder, 
extermination, deportation and other inhumane acts committed against 
the civilian population, and persecutions on political and racial 
grounds. The Committee particularly points out that :'rima facie cases 
have been made out for; 

shooting of prim -,ers while allegedly trying to escape are con¬ 
tained in Charge 4031, Counts 3, 7,(p r ra.2) and 8; in Charge 

4033, Count 2; in Cimage 4037, para.I, Count 2 and para,II, 

Count l(l)j 










shooting of hostages, Case 4033, Count 1; 

internment under inhumane conditions, Cp.se Ng, 4C36, C 0U nt l(l); 

No.4037, Part I, Nos. 15(l), 16 and 17, 

torture. Case N U( ,3296, Counts 3 and 7; Case No.4034, Count 3; 

Case No.4035, Count 14; 

deportation to concentration camps - case No.3296, Count 4(1); 

Case No.4034, ^cunt 1; Case No.4035, founts 10, 11 and 12; 

Case No.4036; Case Nn,4C'37, c uunts 13 (l) and l6; 

murder and attempted murder, case No,3296, Count 8; Case No. 

4035, Counts 1, 3, 6, 7, 8, 9, 13; Case No.4037, Count 13. 

wanton destruction of property, Caso No.4031, Counts 3(2) and 

6; Cn.3e Nn.4037, Counts 12 and 14; Case 4037(1), Counts 12 

and 14, and (II), Count 1; 

execution without trial, Caso No,4031, Counts 4 and 3; and 

Case No.4034, Counts 2 and 4; 

different other inhumane acts, Case No,4032; Case No.4034, 

Counts 2 and 3* 

XVI. Committee III has submitted to the Commission, on 30th May 194°, a 
paper called "General Propositions defining the terra ’Crimes against 
Humanity" 1 , (Doc.C.201), and among the general propositions, tho 
Committee stated, in paragraph 6, the following: 

" Isolated offences do not fall within the notion, As a rulo, 
systematic mass action, particularly if it can be shown to be authorita¬ 
tive, will be necessary to transform a common crime, punishable merely 
under municipal lav/-, into a crime against humanity which thus becomes 
also the concern of International Low. Only crimes which either by 
their magnitude and savagery or by their great number or by the fact that 
a similar pattern i3 applied at different times and places, endanger the 
international community or shock the conscience of mankind, warrant 
intervention by States other th n that on whoso territory tho crimes 
have been committed, or whose subjects have become their victims. " 

The authoritative character of the crimes alleged by the Yugoslav 
National Office, was condidered by the Committee to have been established 
particularly by the speecn delivered by Musselini, quoted in DjC.III/59 
and referred to in paragraph XIV of this oaper 0 

In examining the whole mass of information which has boen presented 
to the Committee by the Yugoslav representative, the Committee lias taken 
into consideration the number, magnitude and savagery of tho inhumane 
acts described in the preceding paragraphs of this paper; the fact that 
a similar pattern emerges a"’ different times and places; and that the 
systematic maos action wan authoritative. Taking all thi3 into account, 
the Committee reached the conclusion that these individual common crimes, 
punishable normally under municipal law, should be regarded as crimes 
against humanity, which thus become the concern of International Law. 

XVII. The International Military Tribunal at Nur.nburg. in its judgment 
against the major German war criminals, stated on page 16927 of the 
official transcript (qu ted in 4 dc,IL~./o 2, para.IX, p.6), the following: 
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shooting of hostages, Case 4033, Count 1; 

internment under inhumane conditions, Cp.ae No. 4036 , C OU nt l(l); 

No.4037, Part I, Nos, 15(l), 16 and 17. 

torture, Case N u# 3296, Counts 3 and 7; Case No.4034, Count 3; 

Case No.4035, Count 14; 

deportation to uuiioentr.ti n camps - • No.3296, Count 4(1); 

Case No.4034, Count 1; Case No.4035, Counts 10, 11 and 12; 

Case No.4036; Case No,4C37, founts 15 (l) and 16 ; 

murder and attempted murder, caso No.3296, Count 8; Case No. 

4035, Counts 1, 3, 6, 7, 8, 9, 13; Case No.4j 37, Count 13* 

wanton destruction of property, Caso No.4033.. Counts 3(2) and 

6; Case No,4037, Counts 12 and 14; Case 4037(1), Counts 12 

and 14, and (il), Count 1; 

execution without trial. Case Nc.4031, Counts 4 and 5; and 

Case No.4034, Counts 2 and 4; 

different other inhumane acts. Case No.403?} Case No*4034, 

Counts 2 and 5- 

XVI. Committee III has submitted to the Commission, on 30th May 1946, a 
paper calleo "General Propositions defining the term’Crimes against 
Humanity'", (Doc.C.201), and among the general propositions, the 
Committee stated, in paragraph 6, the following: 

" Isolated offences do not fall within the notion, As a rule, 
systematic mass action, particularly if it can be shown to be authorita¬ 
tive, will be necessary to transform a common crime, punishable merely 
under municipal lav/-, into a crime against humanity which thus becomes 
also the concern of International Lav/ 0 Only crimes which either by 
their magnitude and savagery or by their great number or by the fact that 
a similar pattern is applied at different tines and places, endanger the 
international community or shock the conscience of mankind, warrant 
intervention by States other th n that on whose territory the crimes 
have been committed, or whose subjects have become their victims. " 

The authoritative character nf the crimes alleged by the Yugoslav 
National Office, was condidered by the Committee to have been established 
particularly by the speech delivered by Mussolini, quoted in Doc.IIl/59 
and referred to in paragraph XIV of this paper,, 

In examining the whole mass of information which has been presented 
to the Committee by the Jugoslav representative, the Cojowittoc ha3 token 
into consideration the number, magnitude and savagery of the inhumane 
acts described in the preceding paragraphs of this paper; the fact that 
a similar pattern emerges a'- different times and places; and that the 
systematic maso action was authoritative. Taking all this into account, 
the Committee reached the conclusion that these individual common crimes, 
punishable normally under municipal lav/, should be regarded as crimes 
against humanity, which thus become the concern of International Law, 

XVII. The International Military Tribunal at NW-nborg. in its judgment 
against the major German war criminals, stated on page 16927 of the 
official transcript (qu tod in Ibc,111/62, para.IX, 1 . 6 ), the following: 
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" To constitute crimes against humanity, the acts relied on before 
the outbreak of war must; have been in execution of, or in connection 
with, any crime within the jurisdiction of the Tribunal. I’he Tribunal 
is of the opinion that revolting and horrible as many of those crimes 
wore, it has not boot) Satisfactorily ^i^ved that they wore done in 
execution of, or in connection v/ith ary such crime* The Tribunal 
oannot, therefore, nnke a general declaration that the acts before 1939 
were crimes against humanity wxtnin the meaning ef the Claud, i , but from 
the beginning of the war in 1939 war crimes were committed on a vast 
scale, which vere also crimes against humanity; and insofar as the 
inhumane acts charged in the Indictment, and committed after the 
beginning of tho war did not constitute war orimes, they were all 
committed in e xecution o f, or in connection v/ith, the aggressive war, 
and therefore constituted crimes against humanity". 

/■ 

Tho International Military Tribunal, in making a distinction between 
crimes committed before 1st September 1939 end crimes committed after 
that date, applied to the defendants who were before it the provisions 
of Article 6(c) of the Charter of the International Military Tribunal, 
according to which a crime to be a crime against humanity vj thin the 
meaning of Article 6(c) of the Charter, i.o,, a crime against humanity 
committed by one of tho i.-ojii war criminals, must be "in execution of, 
or in connection with, any crime within tho jurisdiction of the Tribunal" 

For tho purpose of deciding whether the particular crimes committed 
by Italiana which 'ire the subject of thia rep rt, fall under the notion 
of crimes against humanity, it is, in the present circumstances, not 
necessary for Committee III to express an opinion on tho question whether 
this distinction between crimes committed before 1st September 1939 and 
crimes committed after that date, applies also to crimes committed by 
other persons than the major criminals of the European Axis. Cumraittoe 
III mentions, however, that it its statement, Doc,C,236, and in para.XXVTI 
of the paper C.237, the circulation of which it has arranged, the reasoned 
opinion has been expressed that thus differentiation is restricted to 
major criminals of the. European 4xi,;. judged under the particular posi¬ 
tive provisions of the Charter f the International Military Tribunal, 
and does not apply to other alleged perpetrators of inhumane acts. 

In tie present case, however, it is clear that the alleged crimes 
wero committed during the war, and vA.ro, in tho v/ords of the Nuremberg 
Judgment, "all committed in execution of or in connection with the 
aggressive war" which Italy joined in 1940 and started waging against 
Yugoslavia in 194-1; so that the crimes described in the foregoing 
paragraphs of this paper would fall within the notion of crimen against 
humanity even if the restrictive- provisions of the Oerter of the 
International Military Tribunal were to bu applied to the case. 

XVIII. The statement contained in tho preceding paragraphs refer, of course, 
only to the charges and Counts v/hich are discussed in thi3 paper, and do 
not refer to thoso v/hich have been adjourned. 

The Committee has not included la iio oluoflifioation as criryip 
against humanity the allegations which charged individu/il officers or 
men with pillage. Hero the Committee is of the opinion that the 
authoritative character of the crime of pillage has not been established 
and that the crimes in question lack, the - , one of the qualifications 
which, in the opinion of the Cornvatt e, are necessary for the 
classification of a crime as a crime against humanity. 











C. 240. 

23rd December, 1946. 

UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION. 

COMMITTEE III. 


Giving Information as a War Crime. 
Report by Committee III. 


In connection with the Czechoslovak Charge No,4210, accusing a 
certain Leopold Klim of complicity in deportation, committed by having 
served as an informer to the Gestapo, Committee I asked Committee III 
for its opinion as to what extent and for what reasons giving information 
(denunciation) should be regarded as a war crime in International Lay/, 

The relevant information is contained in Docs, III/ 69 , III/71 and 
III/ 74 . The questionwas examined by Committee III in its meetings held 
on 5th Deoember 1946 (Minutes No, 26 / 46 ), 11th December 1946, (Minutes No. 
27/46) and 18th December 1946, (Minutes No, 28 / 46 ), 

In the latter meeting, Committee III adopted the following . 

REPORT. 


The problem whether and to what extent giving information 
(denunciation; denouncing) is a crime in general, and in particular a 
war crime in International Law, has become of considerable practical 
importance' during the Second World War in view of the activities of 
certain criminal organisations of the Axis Powers, particularly the 
Gestapo and the S.D. The importance attached to the question may be 
gathered from the fact that several nations have introduced into their 
municipal criminal lav/ positive provisions dealing with the question. 
Examples of such provisions are; 

the Belgian Law-Lecroe of 17 th Deoember 1942, "Moniteur Beige", 

29 December 1942, Article 4; 

the Czechoslovak Retribution Decree No.16 of 1945 (Section 11); 
the Yugoslav Law of 25th August, 1945 (Section 3); and 
the Austrian War Crimes Law of 26th June 1945, (Section 7). 

!Die only reference in conventional International Law to giving 
information (denunciation; denouncing) is contained inArticlo 44 of the 
4th Hague Convention of 1907, (a provision which has not been accepted 
by Germany, Japan and Russia). It reads as follows; 

" Article 44. A belligerent is forbidden to compel the 
innabitants of territory occupied by it to furnish 
information about the army of the other belligerent, 
or about its means of defence, " 


provision prohibits the use of compulsion in order to extract 
information from the inhabitants of occupied territory by the occupying 
authorities. The provision deals only with information regarding the 
army of the other belligerent or its means of defence; it is not addressed 
to the persons giving the information, whether members of the occupying 
forces and authorities, or inhabitants of occupied territory. 

III. The giving of information does not, therefore, in itself, constitute 
a war crime under the existing provisions of International Law. A 
person acting as an informer commits a crimo only if by giving information 
he becomes a party to a war crime recognised as such in international Law, 
e.g., murder and massacre, torture of oivilians, internment of civilians 
under inhumane conditions, forced labour of civilians, compulsory enlist¬ 
ment of soldiers in the armud forcos of tho occupying Tower, etc. 

IV. - Participation of a person in a crime committed by others, mny take 

different forms in different municipal legal orders, and also in 
International Lav/. The Charter of the International Military Tribunal 
describes the different participants of a crime or of a common plan or 
conspiracy to commit a crime, inter alia , as instigators and accomplices 
(^rt.6. of the Charter of the International Military Tribunal). English 
Law recognises four different ways of taking part in a felony: (l) a 
principal in the first degree, (2) a principal in the second degree, 

(3) an accessory before the fact, ( 4 ) an accessory after the fact. 

The same categories are, in the main, known also to the Continental 
criminal codes, v/hich distinguish between the immediate perpetrators and 
co-porpotrators, instigators and aiders and abetters, dividing the last • 
named categoty into those who give aid and comfort before tho fact and 
those who do so after the fact, 

V. It is very difficult to lay down general rules as to the circumstances 
which make an individual case fall under the category of accomplice because 
every case will have to be judged on its merits. It will always be 
necessary to examine; 

(a) the act of which the person who has been informed against, is 
accused, 

(b) the action of the occupying authorities v/hich is reasonably to 
be expected as a consequence cf the information. 

ffith regard to (a): Giving information regarding common law crimes, 
will, in general, not be considered a war crime even if the consequences 
for the person informed against be very grave. The same may be said of 
information regarding the violation of enactments which the occupying Power 
was entitled, under International Law, to promulgate, e.g., regulations 
respecting the safety of tho occupying forces, food regulations in occupied 
territory, etc. 

Giving information regarding the violation of such occupation ordinances 
as are obviously illegal apd even criminal, will, on the other hand, often 
be a reason for holding that tho informer may be guilty of complicity in a 
war crime. Such obviously illegal enactments by the occupation authorities 
are, e.g., provisions or dor in/ the rounding up and deportation of Jews and 
other inhabitants of occupied territory, provisions introducing compulsory 
military service of inhabitants of occupied territory in the armed forces 
of the occupant, or provisions imposing slave labour on the inhabitants of 
occupied territory. 

The test is, however, in the opinion of the Committee, not infallible. 
There might be circumstances ir. particular cases, where a denunciation of a 
person for having violated even a common law or an unimpeachable occupation 
ordinance, will amount to coisplicity in a war crime subsequently committed. 
This ’will, u.g., be the case when there were loft in existence police 
authorities of the occupied State during the occupation, v/hich would be 
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able to deal with such information, and the informer nevertheless 
addresses his information to the occupying authority, (o,g, Gestapo, 

S.D.) with the intention of causing particularly grievous ham 
(deportation to a concentration camp) or excessive punishment (death 
sentence for petty offences) to inflicted upon the person informed 
against. 

With regard to (b); The action cf the occupying authorities of which 
the information was one of the causes, must, in itself, be criminal, 
(inhumano treatment cf all kinds, c.g. deportation to concentration camps, 
extermination; punishment for violation of provisions, the enactment of 
which in itself was criminal; oxccssivo sontenoes for petty offences). 

VI. To fasten responsibility on the informer for the war crime subsequently 
cannitted, it will always be necessary to establish tho mens rea or dolus 

. malus of the informer, i.o. his knowledge that his action would lead to 
the commission of a war crime and his intention to bring about this effect, 
or his reckless indifference with regard to this effect. 

In deciding the question whether this mental element of complicity 
in the crime is, or is not, established in particular cases, the person¬ 
ality of the.accused and of the person informed against will have to be 
considered. The general situation in the plaoo concerned will be most 
relevant. It will be possible to assume the informer’s guilty knowledge 
if it was quite clear in the circumstances of the case what reaction was 
to bo expected on the part cf the occupying authorities, particularly if 
from the reaction of the occupying authority in similar cases, a well 
known pattern has emerged. The informer will, on the other hand, not 
be responsible for the subsequent actions by the occupying authority if 
he had reason to believe that the person informed against would be fairly 
treated or fairly tried, 

Ihe responsibility of the informer will, of course, be apparent in 
cases where he has acted as an agent provocateur or where he knowingly 
accused a person of acts which the person had not committed. 

VII. • As a rule, the information must have been furnished voluntarily in 
order to make the informer an accomplice in the subsequent war crime. 

If the informer acted under superior ordors, the general rulos regarding 
this plea, now well established, will apply to the case. The fact that 
the defendant acted pursuant to order of his government or of a superior, 
shell not free him from responsibility, but may be consiuox-ed in mitigation 
of punishment (Art.8 of the Charter of the International Military Tribunal.) 
The true test is not the existence of the order but whether moral choice 
was, in fact, possible, (Nurenberg Judgment, Cr. 1 d. 6964 .. p.42). 

Such mitigating circumstances would clearlv not exist in the case of 
an informer, who acted entirely on his own initiative. 

If the pressure brought upon the person giving information was so 
strong that he could not resist it, then the defence that his vd.ll was 
overborne by compulsion (duress, necessity), would bo available to him. 

This v/ould particularly apply to information given on the part of a 
person who himself -was being tortured or very gravely threatened, 

VIII. The war crime subsequently conr.iitted need not necessarily bo a 
direct result of the information given, A person may also become 
criminally responsible for a subsequent war crime if it is an indirect 
result of his action, provided his nuns rea is established, 

IX. The United Nations War Crimes Commission ,when listing a person, is 
neither in a position, nnr called upon, to examine too closely the 
mental dement of a crime with which the person has boon charged. It 
is only the task of tho Commission to examine whether a prima facie case 
has been established, Cbinmittoe III would like to point out, however. 
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thai in dealing with charges of war crimes allegedly committed by giving 
information, something more than the more fact of giving the information 
and the subsequent action by the occupying authority should be proved in 
order to establish even a prlma facie case and that a charge, in order to 
lead to the listing of a person, should contain indications both as to 
tne criminality of the subsequent proceedings by the occupying authority, 
and of the mental element from which alone the guilt of the person giving 
the information can be derived. 

A cautious attitude will recommend itself in view of the fact that 
the Prosecution in the trial against the major war criminals also 
proceeded cautiously with regard to informers. In the judgment of the 
International Military Tribunal, as pronounced on 30th September 1946, 
it was stated that the declaration regarding the Gestapo and the S.D. 
included all local representatives and agents, honorary or otherwise, 

(p.16949 of the official English transcript* p .75 of the Command Paper 
Cmd. 6964 ), On the following day, the Tribunal declared that its 
attention had been drawn to the fact that the Prosecution expressly 
excluded the honorary informers who were not members of the S.S. In 
view of that exclusion by the Prosecution, the Tribunal also excluded 
those persons from the S.D. which was declared criminal, (p .16969 of 
the official English transcript; p.83 of the Command '’aper, Cmd. 6964 ). 
This part of the Judgmont was not, of course, concerned with the guilt 
of the individual informers but with the question whether honorary 
informers were, as such, to be included in the criminal group. The 
incident shows nevertheless that the Prosecution was reluctant to 
consider giving information as such an activity constituting complicity 
in a war crime. 

In the light of the above considerations, the Committee reached 
the following conclusion as to the circumstances in which the giving 
of information can constitute a war crime: 

Whore the giving of information leads to the committing of a war 
crime it falls within the nation of oon'plioj.ty in that crime, provided 
that the general conditions which constitute complicity are present. 
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Shortly after the United Nations Y(ar Crimes Commission was created, it 
recommended to the Governments that National Y/ar Crimes Offices be established to 
investigate in time first instance reports concerning war crimes, and to submit to 
the Commission in the form requested, charges concerning the offences 
investigated by them. 

In response to the Commission' 3 recommendation, Agencies of tliis kind liavo 
been set up by all Governments, members of the Commission, 


In the investigation of \tar crimes and examinations of charges submitted by 
the National Offices, the Commission, as an international organisation, decides 
whether there is a case Justifying the arrest and handing over for trial of the 
accused by the apprehending authorities who are thus not called upon to act upon 
ox parte statements by a single Government, 

The preparation, form of submission and presentation by the National Offices 
of cases and charges of war crimes have been set forth in Document C.87 (l) 
(consolidated) of 19th April 1945* 

Cases filed with the Canmission are, according to the Commission's rules of 
procedure, examined by Committee I (Committee on Pacts and Evidence), in the 
presence of representatives of the Governments (National Offices), submitting 
the charges. The Commission then reports to the member Governments cases of war 
crimes in which there appears to be either priraa facie evidence sufficient to 
^ Justify the apprehension and trial of individuolo accused of war orimea, or else 
sufficient grounds to consider the wanted persons as suspects or material 
witnesses. This is the second stage of Ccmmittee I's work and in this respect 
the Commission functions in a manner resembling that of a committing magistrate 
reporting to the Governments names of the individuals accused. This is being 
done in the form of the Canmission's Lists of War Criminals with which also all 
apprehending authorities concerned are being supplied and thus called upon to take 
the necessary action. 

As to procedure and processing of charge files by Committee I and its 
Secretariat and preparation of the Commission's Lists of War Criminals, reference 
is being made to Docunent l/47, (consolidated) of January 1st, 1946, 

The present document covers the statistical aspect only of the very strenuous 
three years' \rork of Canmitteo I composed of the fuiiuwing Members alia their 
Xputies: 


Chairman: Monsieur de baer (Belgium) 

Deputy Chairman: Sir Robert Craigie(United Kingdom), 

Members: (Lord Wright, Chairman of the Commission, (Australia), 

(Colonel J.V. Hodgson,(Captain Wolff). 

(Colonel R.M. Springer.(Lt. Kintner). 

(Dr. H. Mayr-Harting. 

Secretary: Dr. J. Litawski, Legal Officer, 

aid, at 'he earlier stage of its activities, also of: 

Sir Ceoil Hurst. (U,K.) 

Lord Finli.r, (U.K.) 

Mr. J. Oldham (deputy) (Australia). 

Dr. B» E6er. (Czechoslovakia). 

Dr. de Moor (Netherlands), 

The rules of procedure and legal rulings adopted and established by this 
Conmittee, while considering charges and deoiding upon the responsibility for 
war crimes, as well as a survey of war crimes coimitted during the last war with 
a oojQJ’itary on the most important cases submitted by the Governments, will be 
dealt with in separate documents at a later date. 


U.S.A.). 

(u,S.A, ), 

(Czechoslovakia). 
(Poland), 
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TABLE I. 

TOT ,r NUMBER OF CASES (DOSSIERS) RECEIVED BT THE COMMISSION , 


The following figures show the total number of cases 
(dossiers) decided upon by tlie Commission, irrespective of the 
nationality of war criminals charged therein and the Governments 
(members of the Commission) by which they have been submitted. 



Year 

1944 

1945 

1946 (to 31 December) 


Cases (Dossiers), 

464 

1,726 

2,512 

4,702 


Note 


First cases registered by the Commission were received on 
1st February, 1944* 

2. All cases fall under two categories: (a) individual cases 
and (b) collective cases, according to whether they include 
charges agairst one or more persons or units, and no 
distinction between these two categories has been made 
while arriving at the above figures. 

The total number of persons and. -units actually charged and'listed by 
“ the Commission (Tables II, III and the following) is 

considerably higher than that of cases (dossiers) submitted. 

The following figures show the total number of persons and 
units listed, irrespective of their nationality. 


Year 

Persons an'. U: 

1944 

762 

1945 

8,442 

1946 

12,236 


21,440 







EXPLANATORY NOTE ON TABLES II - VII I. 

The following Tables II and III, and consequently also 
Tables TV-VTTI, have been set up on the basis of periodical Lists 
of War Crimmls issued by the Cm.imission and nut upon the General 
Alphabetical Index of names. As all cases received by the Canmission 
are being registered and examined by Committee I according to 
countries submitting them, the periodical Lists of War Criminals 
are being prepared accordingly, each of them including all persons 
or units -barged by one country, irrespective of whether any of 
them might have been also charged by any other country. Sane of 
them, in fact, have been charged several times. Therefore, the 
figures shown in Tables II and III do not represent the total 
number of persons and units actually listed in the General 
Alphabetical Index of War Criminals kept by the Commission. As 
the publication of such alphabetical and consolidated list (index) 
must ucessarily be deferred until the later stage of the 
Commission's work, the total number of persons and units actually 
listed by the Connission to date is not available. Nevertheless, 
it may be safely assumed that the number of persons and units 
listed several tines in the periodical Lists does not exceed 3 % 
of the total figures in Tables II and III, 

While arriving at the figures sham in Tables II-VIII, 
account ha3 been taken of all changes and alterations in each 
List as indicated in subsequent Lists, 

Repartition of Tables II and III according to individual 
countries submitting charges and nationality of persons or units 
charged and listed, i3 shown in Tables IV-VIII. 

Cases which have not been accepted by Conmittee I, and 
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adjourned cases, ?re shown in Table X- 








T A B L £ II , 

TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS CHARGED BY THE GOVERNMENTS 



AND LISTED 

BY THE COMMISS 

ION, 



WAR CRIMINALS 

SUSPECTS 

MATERIAL 

WITNESSES • 

• 

• 

TOTAL 

Germans 

14,366 

3,938 

998 : 

19,302 

Japanese + 

363 

60 

17 • 

440 

Italians 

1,010 

45 

13 : 

1,068 

Albarians 

2 

wm 

- : 

2 

Bulgarians 

i Vl 

4 

- ! 

293 

Hungarians 

50 

- 

mu 

50 

Rumanians 

4 

- 

M ° 

• 

• 

4 


16,084 

4,047 

1,028 

21,159 



These figures do not include Japanese listed by the Sub-Coramission 
(TABLE XIII). 


Note 

1. Additional charges brought against persons once charged by the 
same Government and listed, are not included. These are shown 
in TABLE IX. 

2. Persons listed a3 unluioim by name are included in the above 
figures. 

3. In cases where the description of a person charged reads: 

"X.Y. head of or his successor or successors at the 

material time", each case has been counted as involving one 
person. 

4» In cases where the description of n group of persons charged 
involves an unspecified number of persona unlaicwn by name 
and holding similar official positions in a number of un¬ 
specified but different places of the same administrative 
district or region - each group has been counted as a unit 
(See TABLE III). 













TAIL III, 


TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS CHARGED 3Y THE GdERNMENTS 



ll 

BY THE CCMMISS 

ION. 



Y.'AR CRIMINALS 

SUSPECTS 

MATERIAL 

WITNESSES • 

• 

i 

TOTAL 

Germans 

14,366 

3,938 

998 : 

19,302 

Japanese + 

363 

6o 

17 : 

440 

Italians 

1,010 

L5 

13 : 

1,068 

Albanians 

2 

- 

- : 

2 

Bulgarians 

_ n 

4 

- : 

293 

Hungarians 

30 

- 


50 

Rumanians 

4 

- 

• 

• 

4 


16,084 

4,047 

1,028 

21,159 




These figures do not include Japanese listed by the Sub-Commission 
(TABLE XIII). 


Note 

1. Additional charges brought against persons once charged by the 
same Government and listed, are not included. These are shown 
in TABLE LX. 

2. Persons listed a3 unluiov/n by name are included in the above 
figures. 

3. In cases where the description of a person charged reads: 

"X.Y. head of or his successor or successors at the 

material time", each case has been counted as involving one 
person. 

A. In cases where the description of a group of persons charged 
involve* nn unspecified number of persons unknown by name 
and holding similar official positions in a number of un¬ 
specified but different places of the same administrative 
district or region - each group has been counted as a unit 
(See TABLE III), 
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TABLE III. 


F UNITS CHARGED F£ 




AND LISTED BY THE COMMISSION. 


WAR CRIMINALS 


material 

WITNESSES ; 


TOTAL 


Germans 


Japanese 


Note. 


In oases where the description of a group of 
persons charged involves an unspecified number 
of persons unknown by name and holding similar 
official positions in a number of unspecified but 
different places of the same administrative district 
or region - each group has been counted as a unit. 


Additional oharges brought against units once 
charged by the same Government and listed, are 
not included. These are shown in TABLE IX, 


The description "Unit" means not only military 
or para-military units, but also members of civil 
enemy bodies charged collectively in view of 
their official position. 


. mm 
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V 

T A 3 L E IV. 


NUMBER OF PERSONS CHARGED BY THE GOVERNMENTS 
AND LISTED BY THE COMMISSION. 




GERMANS 


Material 



Total 

• 

• 

War Criminals s 

Suspects : 

Witnesses 

AUSTRALIA + 


• 

(See United Kingdom) 



BELGIUM 

2,978 

• 

• 

2,055 

756 

167 

CANADA + r 

30 

t 

22 

1 

7 

CHINA 

- 

t 

- 

- 

- 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

1,308 

• 

■ 

891 

405 

12 

DENMARK 

54 

■ 

• 

43 

11 

- 

PRANCE 

8,759 

• 

• 

6,342 

1,957 

460 

GREECE 

131 

• 

• 

130 

- 

1 

INDIA + 


• 

(See United Kingdom) 



LUXEMBURG 

34 

• 

• 

33 

1 

- 

NETHERLANDS 

1,035 

t 

646 

139 

250 

NEW ZEALAND + 


* 

(See United Kingdom) 



NORWAY 

534 

• 

• 

305 

224 

5 

POLAND 

1,136 

t 

• 

904 

230 

2 

UNITED KINGDOM 

1,451 

• 

• 

1,340 ++ 

61 +++ 

50 

UNITED STATES 

511 

• 

i 

495 

12 

4 

YUGOSLAVIA 

1,271 

• 

i 

1,096 

137 

38 

COMMISSION ' +++ 

70 

• 

• 

64 

4 

2 


302 


14,366 

3,938 

998 


♦ Australian, Indian and New Zealand cases against German war criminals are 
being submitted through the United Kingdom National Office and have been in¬ 
cluded in the latter's figures. A number of Canadian cases other than those 
indicated above have also been submitted through the United Kingdom National 
Office, and are included in tlie latter's figures. 

14b of these, charged for having committed crimes against non-British nationals 
in Concentration Camps and the like, have been listed upon Unit~1 Kingdom 
cases as they were or are to be tried by British Military Courts in Germany. 


++ + 7 of these,have been charged for having committed crimes against non- 

British nationals. 


++++ These persona have been listed by the Commission on its own initiative. 













NUMBER OF PERSONS CHARGED BY THE GOVERNMENTS 


AND LISTED BY THE COMMISSION . 

JAPANESE 

Material 



Total 

: 

War Criminals 

Suspects 

Witnesses 

AUSTRALIA 

94 

i 

82 

3 

9 

HEIGIUM 

- 

■ 

• 

- 

- 

- 

CANADA 

- 

: 

- 

- 

mm 

CHINA + 

(See 

■ 

• 

Chungking Lists: 

TABIE XIII). 


CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

- 

• 

• 

- 

- 

- 

DENMARK 

- 

• 

• 

- 

- 

- 

FRANCE 

3 

• 

• 

3 


- 

GREECE 

mm 

• 

• 

mm 

- 

- 

INDIA 



(included in United Kingdom figures). 

LUXEMBURG 

mm 

: 

- 

- 

mm 

NETHERLANDS 

- 

i 

a* 

- 

- 

NEW ZEALAND 

- 


(Included in United Kingdom figures). 

NORWAY 

- 

i 

- 

- 

- 

POUND 

•« 

• 

• 

• 

- 

- 

- 

UNITED KINGDOM ++ 

120 

• 

• 

84 

28 

8 

UNITED STATES +++ 

223 

: 

194 

29 

- 

YUGOSLAVIA 

- 

: 

- 

- 

- 

COMMISSION 

- 

i 

mm 

- 

- 


440 


363 

60 

17 


+ Chinese cases are being listed by the Sub-Canmission in Chungking. 
(See TABLE XIII). 


++ A number of these cases have been submitted by the United Kingdom on behalf 
of the Indian and New Zealand National Offices. 

T++ In addition to these a number of Japanese war criminals charged by the 
United States have been lasted by the Sub-Coranission in Chungking. 
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TABLE VI . 

NUMBER OF PERSONS CHARGED BY THE GOVERNMENTS 
AND LISTED BT THE COMMISSION. 





I T A L I A N 3 

■ 







Material 


Total 

• 

• 

War Criminals 

Suspects 

Witnesses 

AUSTRALIA 


• 

• 

(Included in the United Kingdom figures). 

BELGIUM 

mm 

• 

• 

- 

- 


CANADA 


a 

(Included in tho United Kingdom figures). 

CHINA 

- 

• 

• 

- 

- 

- 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

mm 

• 

• 

- 

- 

- 

DENMARK 

- 

• 

• 

- 

mm 

- 

FRANCE 

45 

t 

45 

- 

mm 

GREECE 

45 

t 


aa 

1 

INDIA 


• 

a 

(Included in the 

United Kingdom figures). 

LUXEMBURG 

f 

• 

• 

- 

- 

- 

NETHERLANDS 

- 

• 

a 

- 

- 

- 

NEW ZF.ATAND 

• • 

• 

(Inaluded in the United Kingdom figures). 

NORWAY 

- 

t 

- 

- 

mm 

POLAND 

- 

> 

- 

- 

- 

UNITED KINGDOM + 

183 

t 

165 

9 

9 

UNITED STATES 

•m 

I 

- 

- 

- 

YUGOSLAVIA 

797 

t 

758 

36 

3 

COMMISSION 

- 


- 




1,068 


1,010 

45 

13 



+ A number of these oases have been submitted by the United Kingdom on 
behalf of the Australian, Canadian, Indian and New Zealand National 
Offices. 
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T A D L E 


NUMBER OF UNITS CHARGED 31 THE GOVERNMENTS 


JO LISTED BY THE COMMISSION 


GEwiiiaN 




AUSTRALIA 

BELGIUM 

CANADA 

CHINA 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

DENiiARK 

FRANCE 

GREECE 


LUXEMBURG 
NETHERLANDS 
NEW ZEALAND 

NORWAY 

POLAND 

UNITED KINGDOM 
UNITED STATES 
YUGOSLAVIA 
COMISSION 


War 

G rimi 


vterial 


otal jC riminals . pecta .Witnesses ! Total] Criminals peots I 


Material 

Witnesae 


(included in United Kingian 
] figures) I 


Includi ’ in United Kingdom 
| figures )4 I 

* _ ■ a _ 


(Included in United Kingdom 
1 figures^ | 


1 ■ 

(See Chur '’ting Lists), 
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1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

a 

(aft 

- 

1 

1 

1 

_L_ 

- 

l 

1 

1 

1 -- 


13 

1 

1 

1 

_L_ 

12 

1 

1 

1 

_i_ 

- 


Note: For explanations see footnotes to TABLE III, 





















ADDITIONAL CHARGES, 


SUBMITTED Bi THE GOVERNMENTS 
AND LISTED BY TIE COMMISSION. 


AUSTRALIA . 

BELGIUM 122 

CANADA .. 

CHINA .. 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA. 101 

DENMiEK 1 

FRANCE 552 

CREECE 6 


INDIA 

LUXEMBURG 


NETHERLANDS . 100 

NEW ZEALAND . 

NORWAY 5 

POLAND 119 

UNITED KINGDOM. 58 

UNITED STATES . 31 

YUGOSLAVIA .. 110 

COMMISSION . 


1,205 


Note . This TABLE shows the total numbers of 

additional charges brought against persons 
and units previously charged by the same 
Government. 
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T A B L E IX, 


ADD IT IONAL CHARGES. 


U!f THE 


'-HD LISTED UX THE COMMISSION. 


AUSTRALIA 


BELGIUM 


CANADA 


CHIN/, 


CZECHOSLOVAKIA 


DENMARK 


FRANCE 


GREECE 


INDIA 


LUXEMBURG 


NETHERLANDS 


NEW ZEALAND 


NORWAY 


POL/'J© 


UNITED KINGDOM 


UNITED STATES 


YUGOSLAVIA 


COMMISSION 


1,205 


Note . This TABLE shows the total numbers of 

additional charges brought against persons 
and units previously charged by the same 
Government. 




















CASES NOT ACCEPTED.OR ADJOURNED . 

NOT ACCEPTED : ADJOURNED 


t 



In toto 

In : art 

In toto 

In part 

AUSTRALIA 

a 

10 


- 

BELGIUM 

6 

42 

! 16 

10 

CANADA 


1 

1 


CHINA 

•* 


— 


CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

1 

10 

8 

4 

DENMARK 

M 

mm 

1 

- 

FRANCE 

32 

208 

58 

23 

GREECE 

- 


9 

2 

INDIA 

- 

- 

! 

- 

LUXEMBURG 

1 

mm 

5 

- 

NETHERLANDS 

5 

• 

16 j 22 

7 

NEW ZEALAND 

- 


mm 

- 

NORWAY 

m 

5 

- 

- 

POLAND 

- 

1 

5 

5 

1 

UNITED KINGDOM 

75 

174 

14 

11 

UNITED STATES 

5 

58 

- 

- 

YUGOSLAVIA 

6 

70 ! 

37 

14 

COMMISSION 

- 

1 

- : 

- 

- 


139 + 

606 ++ 

175 

12 


+ 29 'B' cases included 
++ 26 'B* cases included. 


Note. 

1. Cases indicated as "Not accepted" have been rejected because Committee I 
was not satisfied that there is or will be sufficient evidence to 
justify a prosecution of persons or units charged therein. To this 
category belong also cases which, in the opinion of Committee I, do 
not constitute a prima facie case of a war crime, or even a war crime at all. 

Consideration of such cases may be re-opened at any time provided 

the National Office concerned submits information and evidence 

sufficient to justify listing of persons charged therein as war criminals. 

,2, "In part" - means that charges against 3ome persons or unit3 charged 
collectively in a case have for some reason been considered as not 
sufficiently substantiated. With regard to these cases National 
Offices have also been naked for additional information. 







CASES NOT ACCEPTED.OR ADJOURNED, 


AUSTRALIA 

NOT 

In toto 

8 

ACCEPTED 

In part 

10 

1 JD<7OURNED 

In toto In part 

- - 

BELGIUM 

6 

42 

16 

10 

CANADA 


1 



CHINA 

— 

•• 

am 

*■ 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

1 

10 

8 

4 

DENMARK 

- 

- 

1 

- 

FRANCE 

32 

208 

58 

23 

GREECE 

- 

1 

9 

2 

INDIA 

- 

ma 

- 

- 

LUXEMBURG 

1 

1 

5 

- 

NETHERLANDS 

5 

16 

22 

7 

NEW ZEiJAND 

- 


- 

- 

NORWAY 

- 

5 

- 

mm 

POLAND 

- 

5 

5 

1 

UNITED KINGDOM 

75 

174 

14 

11 

UNITED STATES 

5 

58 

- 

- 

YUGOSLAVIA 

6 

78 ! 

■ 

37 

14 

COMMISSION 

- 

I 

_ • 

- 

- 


139 + 

606 ++ 

175 

72 


+ 29 'B' cases included 
++ 26 'B* cases included. 


Note . 

1. Cases indicated as "Not accepted" have been rejected because Committee I 
was not satisfied that there i3 or will be sufficient evidence to 
justify a prosecution of persons or units charged therein. To this 
category belong also cases which, in the opinion of Committee I, do 

not constitute a prima facie case of a war crime, or even a war crime at all. 

Consideration of such cases may be re-opened at any time provided 

the National Office concerned submits information and evidence 

sufficient to justify listing of persons charged therein as war criminals. 

2. "In part" - means that charges against some persons or unit3 charged 
collectively in a case have for some reason been considered as not 
sufficiently substantiated. With regard to these cases National 
Offices have also boon asked for additional information. 












LISTS OF WAR CRIMINALS ISSUED BY THE COMMISSION . 


Serial Categories of 

No, _ Date of Issue criminals TYPE OF LIST 


i-2-jLJb 


1 

December 

A 

Germans 

2 

December 

A 

Italians 






3 

March 

- A - 

Germans 

4 

March 

A - S - W 

Japanese 

5 

March 

A - S - W 

Germans, Italians, Albanians 
Bulgarians, Hungarians, 
Rumanians. 

6 

April 

A 

Germans 

7 

April 

K 

Germans Holding Key 

Positions (See TABLE XII). 

8 

May 

A - S - W 

Germans 

9 

May 

K 

Germans Holding Key 

Positions (See TABLE XII). 

10 

June 

A - S - W 

Germans 

11 

July 

A - 8 - W 

Germans 

12 

July 

A - S - W 

Italians, Hungarians. 

13 

August 

A - 3 - W 

Germans 

34 

October 

A - 3- W 

Germans 

15 

October 

A - 3 - W 

Italians, Bulgarians 

16 

December 

A - 3 - W 

Germans. 


Note . 

"A" stands for WAR CRIMINALS 

"K" " " WAR CRIMINALS HOLDING- KEY POSITIONS 

"S" " " SUSPECTS 

"W" " " MATERIAL WITNESSES (ENEMY). 


/ continued 











IV- 


TABLE XI . 

LISTS OF WAR CRIMINALS ISSUED BY THE COMMISSION . 


Serial Categories of 

No. _ Date of Issue criminals _ TYPE OF LIST 


k.2. . 4 A . 


1 

December 

A 

Germans 

2 

December 

A 

Italians 




\.a,k a* 


3 

March 

- A - 

Germans 

4 

March 

A - S - W 

Japanese 

5 

March 

A - S - W 

Germans, Italians, Albanians 
Bulgarians, Hungarians, 
Rumanians. 

6 

April 

A 

Germans 

7 

April 

K 

Germans Holding Key 

Positions (See TABLE XII). 

8 

May 

A - S - W 

Germans 

9 

May 

K 

Germans Holding Key 

Positions (See TABLE XII). 

10 

June 

A - S - W 

Germans 

31 

July 

A - S - W 

Germans 

12 

July 

A - S - W 

Italians, Hungarians. 

13 

August 

A - S - W 

Germans 

14 

October 

A - 3 - W 

Germans 

15 

October 

A - S - W 

Italians, Bulgarians 

16 

December 

A - S - W 

Germans. 



Note . 

"A" stands for WAR CRIMINALS 

"K" " WAR CRIMINi'JjS HOIDING KEY POSITIONS 

"S" n " SUSPECTS 

"W" " " MATERIAL WITNESSES (ENEMY). 


/ cont inued 











Serial No. 

Date of Issue. 

Categories of 
.criminals 

TYPE OF LIST. 


i ? A. At 


17-23 

(one volume) 

January 

A - K - W 

Japanese listed by the Sub- 
Commission (See TABLE XIII). 

24 

January 

A - S - V7 

Japanese 

25 

February 

A - S - W 

Germans 

26 

February 

A - S - W 

Italians, Bulgarians, 
Hungarians, Rumanians. 

27 

March 

A - S - W 

Germans 

28 

March 

A - S - W 

Germans 

29 

April 

A - 8 

Japanese 


(Supplement - November) 


30 


April 

A - S - W 

Germans 

31 


May 

A - S - W 

Germans 

32 


May 

A - S - W 

Germans 

33-37 (one 

volume) 

June 

A - W 

Japanese listed by the Sub- 
Commission (See TABIE XIII) 

38 


June 

A - S - W 

Germans 

39 


July 

a - a - w 

Italians 

40 


July 

A - S - V7 

Germans 

41 


August 

A - S - W 

Germans 

42 


September 

A - S - W 

Germans, Italians, 
Bulgarians, Hungarians 

43 


October 

A - S - W 

Germans,Italians,Bulgarians 

44 


October 

A - S - 77 

Germans,Italians,Bulgarians 

45 


November 

A - S - W 

Germans 

46-49 (one 

volume) 

December 

A - V7 

Japanese listed by the Cub- 
Ccmmission (See TABLE XIII) 

50 


December 

A - S - W 

Germans, Italians. 

51 


December 

A - 3 - W 

Germans, Italians, 


Bulgarians. 


* 
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TABLE XII . 

LISTS OF 

GERMAN WAR CRIMINALS HOLDING KEY POSITIONS . 


Number of persons listed. 


List No. 7 .. 353 

List No. 9 .. 209 




Note 1. Persons included in the above Lists were listed by the Commission on 
its cm initiative. 197 of these have subsequently been charged by 
individual Governments. 

Note 2. A number of those persons are new in custody as defendants or 

material witnesses pending possible trials under the Allied Control 
Council Law No. 10. 

Note 3, As to the procedure adopted for listing persons holding key positions, 
reference is made to the respective Lists. 


TABLE XIII . 
CHUIJGKINCr SUB-COMISSION 1 S LISTS 
C? cijvriiiHgjan WiK CRIMINALS , 
(issued up to September 1946). 


iotal number of liar Criminals and Material Witnesses ....o 
(Sub-Commissions Lists Nos. 1,2,5-7,8-16). 


Total number of War Criminals holding Key Positions 
(Sub-Commission’s Lists N 03 . 3 and 4). 


1,657 

130 


1,787 


Note . 

These T.i sts h'>”e be n propped and adopted L»y the Par hastem 
and Pacific Sub-Commission in Chungking and reproduoed by the 
Commission as its Lists Nos. 17-23, 33-37 und 46-49. (See Tabid XI), 













C. 242 


U NITED N ATI ONS WAR CRIMES X?ELUSION January 22, 1947. 


Prenob Proposals regarding the Prosecution of 
Members of Criminal Organisations and of 
Concentration Camp; Personnol(Reference Minutes 
of Commission Meeting,Mo 119 of 11th December, 1946, 
and DocsoAc30sAo31*) 


l a Letter fro m Deputy French Representative to the Secretary Gone .ml. 
United Nations Jar Crimea Oui.u.u.ouion, dated 14ui January, I 94 /:- 

( Translation ) FRENCH EMBASSY, 

LONDON. 

January 14th, 1947* 


Dear Secretary-General, 

In compliance with the request made by Lord Wright 
at the meeting of the U.N.W.C.C. on December 11th, 1946, I have 
the honour to transmit lie rev/it h a Memorandum relating to prosec¬ 
utions and trials of concentration camp staffs. 

(signed) P.MAILLARD 

Second Secrctiuy 
of Embassy 


2. Memorandum from tlie Directorate of the Investigation of Enemy War 
Crimes of tne Kr^nch Ministry of .Tv "tier, 17th Duum-iuca, 


(Translation) 

MINISTRY OF JUSTICE 

Directorate of the Investigation 
of Enemy War Crimes. 

_ PARIS, December 17th,1946. 

48 Rue Paul Valery 
PARIS, XVI. 


M E M 0 R A N D U_M 

T, The prosecution uiid tiial of members of organisations declared to 
be criminal , 


The International Military Tribunal of Nuremberg, whan declaring 
the SS ; Gestapo,SD, and the Leadership Corps of the Nazi Party, to be criminal 
organisations, mado, at t,ie ;amo tine, vrrious reoommendations to the Inters 
Allied Control Council at Berlin, including: 

Uniformity of treatment as regards prosecutions and penalties, 

in the case of members of the organisations dad red to be criminal. 

Amendment of Law No.10. 

it should uu nut-d, .luv/ovcr, that though the Control Council has power to 
amond Lav/ No. 10, it can only oomply v/ith the first of the above recommendations 
in regard to the four zones of occupation in Germany. 










But the condemnation oi t no ubovc-muntioni-d organisations gives rise to 
some delicate problems, not only in German territory; but also in the territories 
of the United Nations where members of the condemned organisations are detained 
in large nunbors as prisoners of war# 

For instance, in French home territory, some J>0 t 000 of the SS are held in 
imistodv, whereas the .number of persons liable to prosecution in the French Zone 
of Occupation is only 5*000, 

Considerations of justice require that all persons who are to be prosecuted 
merely for membersliip of a criminal organisation - whether they are in Germany 
or whether they are held as prisoners of war in some other country - should be 
prosecuted and tried in accordance with laws that are analgous in substance and 
in form. 

With this principle in mind the French Government addressed a proposal, ;he 
through its Embassies, to the following United Nations* Great Britain, U.S.A., 

U.S.S.R.* Belgium, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Greece- Ho'H-aid, Luxembourg, Norway, 
Poland, and Yugoslavia, for the holding of a conference with a view to reaching 
an agreement regarding the prosecution end trial of members of the organisations 
declared to be criminala 

Such a step seems all the more necessary because differences of interpret¬ 
ation of the Nurember Judgment have become apparent. 

For instance, some consider that the burden rests on the prosecution; 
when demanding the conviction of an accused person, to prove that be had knowledge 
of the criminal purposes of the organisation .and that he joined it voluntarily; 
whereas others hold, on the contrary,, that there is a presumption of the accused 
person's responsibility on these two heads. 

The results, In practice, of +b<? adoption of one or other of these points 
of view will be considerable; in the latter case all the members - no matter of 
what rarue - of the organisations declared to be criminal, will be prosecuted; in 
the former case a relatively small number of tnem will be oonvicted. 

Some of the executive servicer which have the responsible task of settling 
this important question of the prosecution and trial of members of organisations 
declared to be criminal have already ha . informal conversations with each other. 

The French vi ew was that, if .notifiable critioism of the administrat¬ 
ion of democratic justice was to be aVuidud, in the future, this problem would need 
to be deoided within the wider fields of a conference in which all the United 
Nations ooncemed would Take part. 

accordingly, tne French Delegation requests every member of the UNWOC 
to ask the Minister under whom he is placed to call the attention of his Govern¬ 
ment to the gravity .and the gr -at urgency of this question, pointing out, a t ti*j 
same time, that the French Government has already taken official stops,through its 
Embassies, to obtain an international meeting of expertso 

P 

II. rosecutions and Trials o f Concentration Q a mp Personnel 

The Moscow Declaration of October 13$ laid down the pitaoiples governing 
the punishment of war criminalf> 

It made a dintinoti n between war criminals whoso offences have no 
particular geographic location .ail •./ho are to be punished by a joint decision of 
the United Nations, and those unuse crimes are localised, and who are to be tried 
by the countries in which their crimes were committed* 

The Moscow Declaration did not in. waver provide for the case of a l-ir c :o 
number of criminals of the very worst typo - the killers in the concentration o imps 
- v/hoso crimes v/ero committed in Germany an rhouo victims belong to all of the 
United Nations. 











3 •• 


In regard to the J.att r, as no role has boon laid down, they are tried by 
the courts of tho uiuntry or of the sons in which they have chanced to be cap¬ 
tured* 

The crimes commit tod in the concentration camps present two characteristics 
from a legal point of view; 

(l) Their perpetrators or accomplices wore some hundreds of persons who, 
in many instances, wore commandants or guards of various concentration 
camp so 


( 2 ) Their vict.ii.is wore some thousands of persons of different nationalities. 

These facts justify the following conclusions; 

1. That a joint preparation of the case and a joint trial should be under¬ 
taken against the criminals of a given concentration camp. It is illogiool to 
try the commandant of Dachau camp in tho American sons, his second-in-command 
in the British sene,and threo officials of the same camp in the Prenoh zone. 

2» All the nations to whom the victims belonged should take part in the 
preparation of the case, and in tho indictment and trial of these criminals. 

Naturally, tho French tribunals are entitled to deal with the men responsible 
for the destruction of Oradour, and the American tribunals with the perpetrators 
of the massacres at Mnlm .4ly; but tho persons who extuminsfcud more than 12 
millions of human beings should should bo tried by an international tribunal or 
else by mixed courts comprising judges and prosecutors belonging to all the nations 
whose citizens have bo^n among the victiraso 

The French have applied this principle of mixed courts in all trials of 
concentration camp criminals in their zonee 

For instance- a trial commenced on December 9th,19^6, at Rastatt, concerning 
tho Wurtomborg caraps(Natzweiler, Staff of tho Stutthof Camp) and the Belgians, 
Dutch, Poles, Luxembourgers, and Russians were invited to take part in it. 

The advantages of thi3 method -ire evident ; 

(1) Tlie preparation of tho case 5 being carried out by lav/ offioers who had 
specialised in such matters was complete. 

( 2 ) The criminality of these persons was examined as a whole instead of 
fractionally; it is only by a collective tried that the degrees of guilt of the 

oommandants, tho guards and the subordinate or auxiliary personnel of + he camp 
staff can be satisfactorily determined. 

(3) All the countries concerned wore enabled to speak officially in the 
names of their nationals who liad buen victims. 

(A) This form of trial avoids regrettable diversities in the judgments; 
its jurisprudence constitutes a unity. 

( 5 ) The decision of such courts enjoy an authority v/hich cannot bo claimed 
by the ordinary military 'ovornment oaurtso 

(6) The question of the surrender of a war criminal,in succession, to 
different countries in which ho ha3 committed crimes no longer arises; thus we 
avoid the long and cumbrous procedure of Law No.10, or incidents with Allied 
countries such as arose in rog jt to KRAMER. 

( 7 ) A now and important firm of international co-operation could be attained 
through such an organ! itiurg, shr.s marking a new stage in tho creation of an Inter¬ 
national Orminai Uoao-. 

On Oot rber 21st, 19V6, tho French Government -iddrcssed a proposal, through 
its Embassies, to the United Nations enumerated above, for the holding of an Inter¬ 
national Conference of experts with a view to examining and resolving tliis problem 
of the prosecution arid trial of w.ur criminals from concentration camps. 

The French Delegation ounsiders that tis question should be oxamined at a 
conferance v/hich would be instructed to standardise tho prosecution and trial of 











members of the organisation deolored to bo oriminal, and it requests every Member 
of the UNWCC, to ask the Minister under whom ho is placed to call the attention of 
his dovemmonl to the gravity of this quwstiun# 



c. 243 . 

17th February. 1947. 


UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION. 


Giving Information as a ffar Crime, 


Report by the Drafting Committee. 


In its meeting held on 29 th January 1947 
(M.122) the Commission appointed a Drafting 
Committee consisting of Sir Robert Craigie, 
Monsieur de Baer and Dr. Schram-Niclsen,with 
Dr. Schwelb as Secretary, with the task of re¬ 
drafting paragraph X of Doc.C.240 on the lines 
of the discussion in the meetings of the 
Commission of 22nd and 29th January. 

The Drafting Committee herewith presents a 
new text of Doc.C.240. Only in paragraph X have 
substantial alterations been made. The occasion 
has been taken also to make a few verbal arrange¬ 
ments in other parts of Doc,C.240, 


REPORT. 


The problem whether and to what extent giving information 
(denunciation; denouncing) is a crime in general, and in particular a 
war crime in International Law, has become of considerable practical 
importance during the Second World War in view of the activities of 
oertain criminal organisations of the Axis Powers, particularly the 
Gestapo and the S.D. The importance attached to the question may be 
gathered from the fact that several nations have introduced into their 
municipal criminal lav/ positive provisions dealing with the question. 
Examples of such provisions are: 

the Belgian Law-Decree of 17th Decomber 1942, "Moniteur Beige", 

29 December 19A2, Article 4; 

the Czechoslovak Retributi n Decree No.16 of 1945 (Section 11); 

the Yugoslav Law of 25th August, 1945 (Section 3); and 

the Austrian Via r Crimes Law of 2oth June 1945, (Section 7). 

The only reference in conventional International Lav/ to giving 
information (denunciation; denouncing) is contained in Article 44 of 
the 4th Hague C onV ention of 1907, (a provision which has not been 
accepted by Germany, Japan and Russia). It reads as follows: 

" Article 44. A belligerent is forbidden to compel the 
inhabitants of territory occupied by it to furnish 
Information about the array uf the other belligerent 
or about its means of defence. " 

The provision prohibits the use of compulsion by the occupying 
authorities in order to extract infoimationfbom the inhabitants of 
occupied territory. Th r provision deals only with information regarding 
the army of the other belligerent or its means of defence; it is not 
addressed to the persons giving the information, whether members of the 
occupying forces -no authorities, or inhabitants of occupied territory. 


Ill 


The giving of inform cion doo3 not, therefore, in itself, 
constitute a w;u' crime under the existing provisions of 
International Lav,'. Is person acting as an informer commits a 
crime only if by giving information he becomes a party to a war 
crime recognised as ouch in International Lav/, e.g., murder and 
massacre, torture of civilians, internment of civilians under 
inhumane conditions, forced laoour of civilians, compulsory enlist¬ 
ment of soldiers in the an.od forces of the occupying Power, etc, 

IV, Participation of a person in a crime committed by others may 
take different forms in different municipal legal orders, and /dso 
in International Law, The Charter of the International Military 
Tribunal describes the different participants of a crime or of a 
common plan or conspiracy to commit a crime, inte-r alia , as 
instigators and accomplices (art.6. of the Charter of the International 
Military Tribunal). English Law recognises four different ways of 
taking part in a felony: (l) a principal in the first degree, (2) a 
principal in the second degree, (3) an accessory before the fact, 

(4) an accessary after th<- fact,. 

The same categories re, in bhe main, known also to the Continental 
criminal codes, which distinguish between the immediate perpetrators and#l| 
co-perpetrator3, instigators and aiders and abettor.., dividing the last 
named category into those who r; ve aid and comfort before the fart and 
those 'who do so after the fact.. 

V, It is very difficult to lay dov/n general rules as to the circum¬ 
stances which make an individual case fall under the category of 
accomplice because every case will have to be judged on its merits. 

It will always be necessary to examine: 


(a) the act of which the person who has been informed against is 
accused, 

(b) the action of the occupying authorities which is reasonably 
to be expected as a consequence of the infdrmation. 


With regard to (a) : Giving information regarding comiAon law 
crimes, will, in general/ not bo considered a war crime even if the 
consequences for the person informed against be very grave. The 
same may be said of•information regarding the violation of enactments 
which the occupying power was entitled, under International Law, to 
promulgate, o.g., regulations respecting the safety of the occupying 
forces, food regulations in occupied territory, etc. 


Giving information regarding the violation of such occupation 
ordinances as arc obviously, illeg' 1 and even criminal, will, on the 
other hand, often be a reason for holding that the informer may be 
guilty of complicity in a war crime. Such obviously illegal enact¬ 
ments by the occupation authorities are, e.g., provisions ordering the 
rounding up and deportation of Jews and other inhabitants of occupied 
territory, provision:; introducing amongst the inhabitants of occupied 
territory compulsory •military service in the armed forces of the 
occupant, or provisions imposing slave labour' on the inhabitants of 
occupied territory. 


The test is, however, in the opinion of the Committoe, not 
infallible. There might be circumstances in particular cases where 
a denunciation of a verson for having violated even a common law or 
an unimpeachable occupation ordinance will amount to complicity in a 
war crime subsequently committed. This will, e.g., b<- the case when 
there were left in existence police authorities of the occupied State 
during the occupation, wh oh would be able to deal with such 
information, and t informer nevertheless addresses his information 
to the occupying authority, (e.g. Gestapo, S.D.) with the intention of 
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causing particularly grievous h .rm (deportation to a concentration 
camp) or excessive punishment (death sentence for petty offences) 
to be inflicted upon the person informed against. 

With regard bo (b); The subsequent action of the occupying 
authorities of which the information was one of the causes, must, in 
itself, be criminal, (inhumane treatment of all kinds, e.g., 
deportation to concentration conns, extermination; punishment for 
violation of provisions, the enactment of which in itself was criminal} 
f-xc^asive sentences for petty offences). 

VI. To fasten responsibility on the informer for the war crime sub¬ 
sequently committed, it will always be necessary to establish the mens 
rea or dolus mains of the informer, i.e. his knowledge that his action 
would lead to the commission of a war crime and his intention to bring 
about this effect, or his reckless indifference with regard to this 
effect. 

In deciding the question whether this mental element of complicity 
in the crime is, or is not, established in particular cases, the 
personality of the accused and of the person informed against will have 
to be considered. The general situation in the place concerned will 

be most relevant. It will be possible to assume the informer's guilty 

knowledge if it was quite clear in the circumstances of the case what 
reaction was to be expected on the par + of the occupying authorities, 
particularly if from the reaction of the occupying authority in similar 
cases a well known pattern had emerged. The informer will, on the 
other hand, not be responsible for the subsequent actions of the 
occupying authority if he had reason to believe that the person 
informed against would be fairly treated or fairly tried. 

The responsibility of the informer will, of course, be apparent 
in cases where he has acted as an agent provocateur or where he 
knowingly accused a person of acts which the person had net committed. 

VII, As a rule, the information must have been furnished voluntarily 
in order to make the informer an accomplice in the subsequent war 
crime. If the informer acted under superior orders, the general rules 
regarding this plea, now well established, will apply to the case. 

The fact that the defendant acted pursuant to order of his government 
or of a superior shall not free him from responsibility, but may be 
considered in mitigation of punishment (Art,8 of the Charter of the 
International Military Tribunal), The true test is not the existence 
of the order but whether moral choice was, in fact, possible, 

(Nuremberg Judgment, Cmd. 6964 , p.42). 

Such mitigating oircumstances would clearly not exist in the case 
of an informer /ho acted entirely on nis own initiative. 

If the pressure brought upon the person giving information was so 
strong that he coulci not resist it, then the defence that his will was 
overborne by compulsion (duress, necessity) , would be available to him. 
This would particularly apply to information given on the part of a 
person who himself was being tortured or very gravely threatened. 

VIII. The war crime subsequently committed need not necessarily be a 
direct result of the information given, A person may also become 
criminally responsible for a subsequent war crime if it is an 
indirect result of his action, provided his mens rea i3 established, 

IX, The United Nations War Crimes Commission, when listing a person, 
is neither in a position, nor called upon, to examine too closely the 
montal element of ... crime with which the person hr.s been charged. 

It is only the cask of the Commission to examine vhethor a prima facie 


caoo lias been e o tubliahud 'Jemmitts;, III would like to point out, 

hovever, that in dealing with charge 3 of war crimes allegedly committed 
by giving information, something more than the mere fact of giving tho 
information and the subsequent action by the occupying authority should 
be proved in order to establish even a prior , facie case and that a 
charge, in order to lead to the listing of a person, should contain 
indications both us to the criminality of the subsequent proceedings by 
the occupying authority, and of the mental element from which alone the 
guilt or tne pu-Auen gwinw the information can be derived. 

A cautious attitude -./ill recommend itself in view of tho fact that 
the Prosecution in tho trial against the major war criminals also 
proceeded cautiously with regard to informers. In the Judgment of the 
International Military Tribunal, as pronounced on 30th September 1946, 
it was stated that the declaration regarding the Gestapo and the S.D. 
included all local, representatives and agents, honorary or otherwise, 
(p.l694? of the official English transcript; p,75 of the Command Paper 
Cmd. 6964 .) On the following day, the Tribunal declared that its 
attention had been drawn to the fact that the Prosecution expressly 
excluded tho honorary informers who wore not members of the S„S. In 
view of that exclusion by the prosecution, the Tribunal also excluded 
those persons from the S.D, which war. declared criminal, (p c lo969 of 
tho official English transcript; p,83 of the Command ’’aper, ChU. 6904 ). 
This part of the Judgment was not, of course, concerned with the guilt 
of the individual informers but with the question whether honorary 
informers were, as such, to be included in tho criminal group* The 
incident shown nevertheless that the Prosecution was reluctant to 
consider giving information as such an activity constituting complicity 
in a war crime. 

For the reasons given above, particularly in paragraphs III and 
VI, the Committee reached the following conclusions as to tho 
circumstances in which the giving of information can constitute a war 
crime s 

The giving of information does not, in itself, constitute a war 
crime. The informer commits a crime if, by giving information, be 
becomes a party to, or accomplice in, a war crime recognised as such 
in International Lav,-. This is the case if the general conditions 
which constitute complicity are present, i.e, if the informer knew 
that his action would lead to the committing of a war crime and either 
intended to bring about this consequence or was recklessly indifferent 
with regard to it. 
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21st February 1947* 


UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES C0I4HI33I0N 


Frolininary Budgot for Fiscal Year l.?47 " *t8 
ending 31 March 1948* 


In accordance with Article 2 of the Financial and 
Administrative Regulations, the Secretary General has prepared 
and the Finance Gonnittoe has approved a Preliminary Budget 
for the year 1947-48 totalling £21,850 as per statement "A” 
attached* 

The prinary reason for the preparation of this preliminary 
Budget, before the close of the present fiscal year, is to 
enahle Members of the Camission to acquaint their respective 
Governments of the approximate contributions which would be 
required from then for the forthcoming year, as per statement 
"3" attached. 

As the actual expenditure for the year ending 31 March 
1947 can only bo determined for nine months, it is,at present, 
only possible to give Honbors a near approximation of their 
contributions duo for the yoar 1947-48, 
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"A" 

* 

UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION 
Preliminary Budget for the Fourth Fiscal Period 
1st April 1947 - 31st March 1946 


ESTIMATED REQUIREMENTS. 


PART I, - Working Capital Fund, 


No 

increase proposed on existing balance of £6,5U0. 



PART II. - Expenses of 

the Commission 




Details for reference 

Preliminary 




1946-1947 

Estimate 


- 

Budget 

Estimated 

for 

1947/48 

o 



expenditure for 

onding. 



12 months ending 

31st March 




31 Marc}y'A7 based 
on aotual expend¬ 
iture of 9 months 
to 31 Dec. 191*6. 

1948. 

1 . 

(a) Office Equipment 

I 

150 

200 


( Duplicat ors , !fypev/rit ors ) 

1 300 

1 




(b) Gleaning of premises ) 

l 

uo 

500 


Premises (incl.Furniture, 
Heating,Lighting,Telephone 





otc.) supplied free of charge 
by H.M. Government in the U.K. 



2 . 

Stationery,Printing & Multigraph- 

• 




ing. 

850 

1,275 

1,300 

3. 

Postages,Telegrams,Cables 

200 

155 

200 

u 




km 

Salaries (incl,National 





Hoalth & Unemployment 
Insurance) 

12,000 

11,700 

12,000 

5. 

Provision for additional 





staff (included in item 4 ) 

- 

- 

• 

6 . 

Travelling 

850 

320 

500 

7. 

Accountants and Auditors 





charges 

150 

150 

150 

8 . 

Publications, incl. such 





expenditure as nay be 
necessitated by the Rocording 





& Reporting of War Crimes Trials 
and the publication of a History 


1,000 


af the Commission 

1,000 


9. 

Exponsos of the Far Eastern and 



1,000 


Pacific Sub-Ca mission 

2,000 

400 


Premises(including Heating,Light- 




ing,cleaning.telephone otc) 
presided freo of charge by the 
Chino so Government. 



1,000 

10 . 

(a) Miscellaneous expenditure 

1,000 

290 


(b) Unforsoen expenditure 

4,000 

450 

4,000 


tot;Ji of part ii 

£ 22,350 

£ 15,300 

£ 21,850 
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UNITED NATIONS './AR CRIMES COMMISSION "B" 


ESTE LITE OF CONTRIBUTIONS PAYABLE FOR 1947/48. 


Tho amount budgeted for tho yuar 1945/47 was £ 22,350 

Present ostinatod expenditure for year ending 

31 March 1947 15.300 

Leaving an ostinnted Surplus of £ 7.050 


Tho anount reconnonded to bo budgeted for tho 

year 1947/48 is £ 21,850 
Lqsq Estimated Surplus of 1946/47 7.050 
Leaving to bo collected....£ 14.800 


Hade up as follows:- 

Basic contributions £400 per Member Government 6,800 

Excess, collectible in agreed proportions 8,0 00 

£ 14.$00 allocated as 
undor. 


Tho following Tablo is therefore an ostinate of tho contributions required 
from Mombor Governments for tho year 1947/48 on tho assumption that all 
contributions owing by Member Governments for 1946/47 aro rocoivod and that 
repayments aro nado to China, United Kingdom and Unitod States of Anorioa 
for 1946/47 before 1st April 1947. 


1. 

2« 

3. 

4* 



_ . 5. 



Country 

No. of 
Units 

Basic 

Contribution 
1947/48 . 

Excess 
(£14,800 
loss £6.800 

Total 



Australia 

30 

£ 400 

151 

12 

3 

551 

12 

3 

Belgium 

20 

400 

101 

1 

6 

501 

1 

6 

Canada 

60 

400 

303 

4 

5 

703 

4 

5 

China 

100 

400 

505 

7 

5 

905 

7 

5 

Czechoslovakia 

20 

400 

101 

1 

6 

501 

1 

6 

Donnark 

6 

400 

30 

6 

5 

430 

6 

5 

Franco 

80 

400 

404 

5 

11 

804 

5 

11 

Groooo 

10 

400 

50 

10 

9 

450 

10 

9 

India 

80 

400 

404 

5 

11 

804 

5 

11 

Luxembourg 

1 

400 

5 

1 

- 

405 

1 

- 

Netherlands 

30 

400 

151 

12 

3 

551 

12 

3 

Now Zealand 

6 

400 

30 

6 

5 

430 

6 

5 

Norway 

6 

400 

30 

6 

5 

430 

6 

5 

Poland 

20 

400 

101 

1 

6 

501 

1 

6 

Unitod Kingdom 

550 

400 

2,779 

10 

8 

3,179 

10 

8 

U. S. A. 

550 

400 

2,779 

10 

8 

3,179 

10 

8 

Yugoslavia 

14 

400 

70 

15 

- 

470 

15 

- 


£ 6,800 £ 8,000 - 


1,583 


- £ 14,800 
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February 28, 1947. 


PLAN 

FOR THE/ t ; pF THE HISTORY OF 
THE UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COICMSSIUN. 


Presented by the Secretary General for tho information of Members. 


1* Preface or Foreword. 

2. Introductory Chapter (if necessary) 

Part I. THE BACKGROUND OF THE COMMISSION 'S '..URIC. 

3. Developmonts from the beginning of International Law to the 
First World War. (outline’ only) 

4. The First ’World War and Developments arising therefrom. 

a) Reports of National Investigating Authorities; Report of 
the Majority and dissenting reports of the American and 
Japanese members of the Conmission of Responsibilities 

1919. 

b) The provisions of the Paris Treaties concerning War Crimes 
and the attempts at the implementation of thoso treaties; 
the Leipzig trials; the unratified Treaty of Sevres; the 

•Peace Treaty of Lausanne (provisions for general amnesty). 

5. Developments of the Laws of War between the t w o World 'Jars, 

a) International Conferences, Conventions and Draft Conventions 
(Washington. Hague and Geneva Conferences, tho Driand- 
Kellog Pact), activities of the*League of Nations. 

b) Contributions by unofficial bodies, e.g. tho International 
Law Association. 

6. Developments of the Law of War Crimes during the Second World 
War (excluding the activities of the UNNCC) 

a) Official Declarations and. Conferences ^c.g. tho St. James' 
Conference, Declarations by President Roosevelt, Mr. 
Churchill, the Molotov Notes, the Amictioos and Surrender 
Documents, the Four-Power Agreement of 8th August 1945. 

b) Unofficial activities as exemplified in the vor!: of the 
London International Assembly and the Comoridgo Cu,mission. 

Part II. THE UNITED N..TIPI'S AR CRIMES Cu. MISSION 


SECTION I. GENSR Ji QUESTIONS. 

7, The Establishment and Organisation of the Commission. 

a) The establishment of the Commission, 

i) Debate in the House of Lords 7th October 1942 

ii) The intervening year October 19^-Oetuber 1943 and 
the reasons for. the delay. 

iii) Mooting of 20th October 1943 and text of protocol 
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b) Tho Organisation of the Commission 

c) Its Committees 

d) Tho Far Eastern Sub-Commission 

o) Tho Secretariat (including Public Relations) 

f) Notes on the successive representatives on the 
Commission and members of the Committees, 

8» Tho Legal Status uf the Commission and terns of reference 

a) The Legal Status of the Commission 

b) Finance 

c) Terns of Reference - tho original functions of the Commission 

d) The Commission as an advisory body 

o) Practical and legal consequents of tho work of the 
Commission. 

9* General Historical Survey of the Activities of the Commission 

This with special regard to those activities which were 
not performed through the Committees, Relations vcith 
international and national bodies; conference of National 
Offices; relations with CROV/CASS; contacts with liaison toams. 

SECTION II. THE COMISSION AS AN ADVISORY BODY. 

10. Fundamental Legal and Judicial Conoopts r aidthe Commission's 
work. In particular:- 

a) Tho development of the concept of crimes against poace. 

b) The development of the concept of crimes against humanity. 

c) Developments in the doctrine of .individual responsibility 
of ministers and administrators. 

d) Developments in the doctrine of Act of State. 

a) Developments in the doctrine of tho immunity of Hoads of 
State. 

f) Developments concerning the plea of Superior Orders. 

g) Developments respecting the idea of International 
criminal adjudication. 

h) Developments of the law respecting criminal groups and 
organisations. 

j) iMiscellaneous legal questions, 

11. Enforcement. (The work of Committee II) 

a) Preparation for Armistice Conventions and Peace Treaties. 

b) Relations with Neutral States (Question of Surrender). 

c) Draft Convention for Inter-Allied Surrender of V/ar Criminals, 

d) Proposals for the tracing and apprehension of war criminals - 
activities of CROXASS - organisation and activities of the 
liaison teams. 

c) Establishment of. Inter-Allied Joint Courts and Military 
Tribunals. 

f) Miscellaneous recommendations. 

SECTION' III. THE ORIGINAL FUNCTIONS OF THE COMMISSION 
Examination of Casus, preparation of lists cf persons chargod 
as war criminals; collection of information. 

12. The Work of Committee I« 

13 . The Work of Committee III, (other than the work connected with 
advisory opinions). 
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14* Thu Work of the Research Office. its activities and assistance 
to international and national investigating, prosecuting and 
judicial authorities. Circulation of documents; tho disposal 
of documents; recording and circulation. 


AiTUNDIX 

Statistics 

Texts of relevant documents 
Synopsis of trial reports 

Lists of senior officials apprehended and tried 
Bibliography of legal literature. 
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UNITED NATIONS WAR 


CRIiiES COMMISSION 


GCMMTTTEE I 


GENERAL JJARINOV'S CASE 


The following Resolution adopted by Committee I on 
27th February, 1947, and embodying the Committee's 
decision in the case of General liarinov, as well as the 
text of a reply to the Bulgarian Government as proposed 
by this Commit Loo, ore presented io the Commission for 
their consideration. 

As to the reasons on which the above Resolution is 
based, reference is made to Doc. A. 36 . 


I 

R esolution on General Marinov's Case 

I 

In the oase of General Ivan liarinov, former Commanding Offioer of 
the 15th Bulgarian Division in Monastir, charged by the Greek Government 
with complicity in murder, massacres, systematic terrorism and pillage, 
and with attests to denationalise the inhabitants of occupied territory, 
(Case No. 3669 /Gr/B/l); in consequence of which he has been listed by 
the United Nations War Crimes Commission, on 31st July 1946, as a person 
against whom there is a prima f acie oase of having committed war crimes, 
tno Committee on Facts and Evidence (Committee I); in accordance with 
the established rules of procedure, having examined on ?3rd January and 
on 27th February, 1947, additional evidence brought against this accused 
by the Greek Government, (Documents 1/74 and 3/83), and having taken note 
of 

1) a letter from the Bulgarian ministry for Foreign Affairs 
No. 5198-in, dated September 11th, 1946, and the doouments 
enclosed therewith, (Doc. 1/73); 

2) a letter from the Bulgarian ministry for Foreign Affairs 
No. 5545-III, dated September 30 th, 1946, and the doouments 
enclosed therewith (Doc. l/72); 

3) a letter from the Bulgarian Ministry for Foreign Affairs 
No. 6787-111, dated Dec-vibe r 24th, 1946, and the documents 
Enclosed therewith (Doc. 1/ 75); 

and all of them transmitted to the Commission through the 
A3JLied Control Commission in Sofia, 


arrived unanimously at the following conclusions: 









a) • that the charges originally brought against 

General rnrinov have been substantiated and supported by the 
detailed evidence collected and established by the Judicial 
Committee of the Greek National War Crimes Comuission and 
additionally subi.itted to the United Nations War Crimes 
Commission by the Greek Government: 


b) that the information and statements contained in 

the documents communicated to the Commission through the 
Allied Control Counission in Bulgaria, indicated above, do 
not nullify either the allegations made in the charges 
brought against General LLarinov or the facts established by 
the Judicial Greek Authorities: 


o) that a prina facie case accepted by the Committee 

against General Ivan Marinov in respect of charges brought 
by the Greek Government has thereby been confirmed and that 
therefore there appears to be no reason to change the original 
decision taken by this Committee on 31st July, 1946, and 
approved by the Comuission, to place him on the List of 
persons accused of war crimes. 


II 

Proposed Reply to the Bulgarian Government 

to be communicated through 
the Foreign Office. 

The Commission has given voi y careful attention to the various 
documents- received from the Bulgarian Ministry for Foreign Affairs, 
through the Allied Control Commission in Bulgaria, in relation to the 
oase of General Ivan Marinov, and in particular, has examined the 
possibility of removing General Marinov's name from the list of persons 
against whom thoro is primn facie evidence of having committed war crimes. 

After r.iost careful examination, the Commission, with regret, 


reaohed the conclusion that it is not possible to give effect to the 
Bulgarian Government's request, because the Commission is of the opinion 
that the evidence additionally produced by the Greek Government does 









constitute a prim facie case of General ilarinov' s responsibility for 
■war criiies committed in the Fiorina and Kastoria areas, thereby confirming 
the Commission's original decision. 

With regard to the request of the Bulgarian Government to be furnished 
with the evidence on which this decision is taken, the Commission desires 
to point out that,in accordance with the established rules of procedure, 
it has not been its practice to coii.unicate charges or evidence brought 
before it by member Governments, and it regrets, therefore, that no 
departure from the existing practice can be made in this respect on the 
present ocoasion. 

The Corxiission understands, however, that the Greek Government is 
prepared to submit for communication to the Bulgarian Government, a 
statement of the charges submitted to the Commission. As soon as such 
a statement is received the Commission will be glad to communicate the 
same to the Bulgarian Government through the appropriate channel. 


c.247. 

3rd March, 1947. 

UNITED NATIONS ,~AR CRIAES COMMISSION. 


Publication of V/ar Crimes Enactments, 




At the meeting of the Commission held on 6th 
November 1946 (M.ll6), a proposal by Committee III 
(Doc,C.232) regarding the publication of enactments 
—> was adopted, and the Secretariat wap charged with 

collecting the texts mentioned therein. The 
following statement is both a report on what has 
been collected so far and a tentative proposal as 
to the contents of the volume to be produced. 




Part One, International and Multilateral Provisions, 

1) The Diplomatic Protocol establishing the UNWCC, 

2) The *our-Power Agreement of 8th August 1945, with the Charter of 

the International Military Tribunal, 

3 ) The Berlin Protocol of 6th October 1945, amending the English and 

Prench texts of Article 6 (c) of the Charter of the 
International Military Tribunal, 

4) Provisions regarding war criminals in the Treaties of Peace with 

Italy, Roumania, Bulgaria, Hungary and Finland, 

Part Two, Occupation Provisions. 

(A) Germany, 

I, Provisions for the Whole of Gemary, 

1) Provisions regarding war crimes contained in the Berlin Declaration 

of 5th June 1945. 

2) TProvisions regarding war criminals contained in Proclamation No*2» 

3) Control Council B a w No,10, 

4 ) Control Council Directive No, 38 , 

II, Provisions Common to the Three Western Zones, 

Ordinance N 0 .2. regarding Military Government Courts, 

III, British Zone of Control, 

1) Ordinance No.47. Crimes against Humanity, 

2) Ordinance respecting the trial of members of criminal organisations 

* (Not yet available). 





* 
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TV. Uni ter! St.nt.t s Zone of Control , 

1) Military Government Ordinanoe N c , 7 j Organisation and powers of certain 

"Military Tribunals. 

2) Directive of 16th July 1945; Trial of War Crimes and Related Cases. 

3) Directive of 26th June 1946; Trial of war criminals in the European 

Thoator. 

V, French Zone of Control. 

1) Ordinance Nc,20 of the 12th December 1945. 

2) Ordinance No ,36 of the 8th March 1946. 

3) Instructions of 26th August 1946, 

(B) Japan. 

1) Provisions regarding war orimea contained in the Potsdam Proclamation 

of 26th July 1945; 

2) Charter of the International Military Tribunal for the par East, 

as amended. 

Part Three. Municipal Provisions. 

I, United Kingdom. 

l) Royal Warrant of 14thJuno 1945, as amended. 

II. United States. 

1) Proclamation by the President of 2nd <Tuly 1942; 7 Federal Register 5’*'°1. 

2) Instrument of Appointment of a Military Commission for the trial of 

Richard Quirin and others; 7 Federal Register, 5103. 

3) Exocutive Order too,9547 (Representation of the United States in 

preparing and prosecuting charges against major war criminals), 
as amended, 

4) Regulations for the Mediterranean Theater of Operations of 23rd 

September 1945. 

5) Regulations for the Mediterranean (Regulations 16, 1 March 1946). 

6) Directive for the European Theater cf l6th July 1945; 

7) Directive for the European Theater of 25th August 1945. 

8) Regulations for Austria, 

9) SCAP Rules of 25th September 1945. 

10) SCAP Rules of 5th December 1945, os amended, 

11) Regulations for the China Theater of 21st January 1946. 

Additional Regulations issued - if any. The text of tbo items 
1, 2, 5, 8, is not yet available. 
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III. France: 

Ordinance of ^c5tn august 1944. 

IV. China; 

War Crimes Trials Procedure. 

V. Auotialia; 

Wta 'rimes A*t c.f 1945, with Regnlationa made under the /ct. 

VI. Austria: 

Constitutional Law of 26th June 1945, as amended. 

VII. Bulgaria: 

Law Decree No.22 of 1944, as amended, 

VIII. Belgium; 

1) Decree Law of 19th April 1943• 

2) Decree Law of 5th August, 1945. 

3) Decree Lav/ of 13th December 1944, 

IX. Canada; 

War Crimes Act, 1946, with Schedule, 

X. Czechoslovakia: 

1) Retribution Deoree No.l6 of 1945, as amended. (Czech text available.) 

2) Slovak Retribution Ordinance. (Not yet available). 

XI. Denmark: 

Act of Parliament of 12th July 1946, 

XII. Finland: 

Lav/ of 12th September 1945. 

XIII. Greece: 

1) Emergency Law No.533 ( Penal Sanctions on enemy collaborators). 

2) Greek Legislation regarding war unminais proper. (Not yet available;. 
XTV. Hungary: 

War Crim pt * Lav/ of 1945, with Schedules, 

XV. Luxembourg: 

Grand Ducal Decree of 3rd July 1945, 

XVI. Nt. trvrrlands: 


Decree ^f 29th May 1 9't5. 











XVII, Norway; 

Act of the Storting of 12th December 1946, No, 44. 

XVIII. Poland: 

Decrees of 16th February 1945» 22nd January 1946 and l?th October 
1946. (Polishtexts available); 

XIX. Roumania; 

Laws of 21st January 1945 and 23rd April 1945. 

XX, Yugoslavia; 

Lav/ of 25th August 1945. 




No material is at present available from the Soviet Union, the Soviet 
Zone of Germany, from Italy and from the individual German states, (Lender). 










UNITED NATIONS W.J CRIMES COMMISSION 

» i 

, • . v * 

Giving Information as a War Crime 
Statement Adopted by the Commission on 5th March, 1947 


In its meeting held, on 5th March, 1947, 

. . the Commission adopted the Report of Committee 
III (Doc, C.240) as redrafted by the Drafting 
Committee (Doc. C.243), making only one 
. alteration in Doc. C.243, paragraph X, replacing 

the letters "i.e." by "e.g.". 

REPORT ' 

The problem whether and to what extent giving information 
(denunciation; denouncing) is a crime in general, and in particular 
a war crime in International Law, has become of considerable 
practical importance during the Second World War in view of the 
activities of certain criminal organisations of the Axis Powers 
particularly the Gestapo and the S.D. The importance attached 
to the question may be gathered from the fact that several nations 
have introduced into their municipal criminal law positive 
provisions dealing with the question. Examples of such provisions 
ares 

the Belgian Law-Decree of 17th December 1942, "Moniteur Beige", 

29 December 1942, A rtiole 4; 

the Czechoslovak Retribution Decree Nu.lo oi' 154-5 (Soution 11); 

the Yugoslav Law of 25th August, 1945 (Section 3); and 

the Austrian War Crimes Law of 26th June 1945, (Section 7). 

The only reference in conventional International Law to giving 
information (denunciation; denouncing) is contained in'iO’ticle 44 
of the 4th Hague Convention of 1907, (a provision which has not 
been accepted by Germany, Japan and Russia). It reads as follows: 

"Article 44 . A belligerent is forbidden to compel the 
inhabitants of territory occupied by it to furnish 
information about the amy of the other belligerent 

or about its means of defence." 

• * • 

The provision probibits the use of compulsion hi the occupying 
authorities in older to extract information from the inhabitants of 
occupied territory. The provision deals only with information 
regarding the army of the other belligerent or its means of defence; it 
is not addressed to the persons giving the information, whether members of 
the occupying forces and authorities, or inhabitants of ocoupied territory. 
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III* The giving of information does not, therefore, in itself, 
constitute a war crime under the existing provisions of 
International law. A person acting as an informer commits a 
crime only if by giving information he becomes a party to a war 
crime recognised as such in International Law, e,g., murder and 
massacre, torture of civilians, internment of civilians under 
inhumane conditions, forced labour of civilians, compulsory enlist¬ 
ment of soldiers in the armed forces of the occupying Power, etc. 

IV. Participation of a person in a crime committed by others may 
take different forms in different municipal legal orders, and ala* 
in International Law, The Charter of the International Military 
Tribunal describes the different participants of a crime or of a 
common plan or conspiracy to commit a crime, inter alia , as 
instigators and accomplices (Art.6. of the Charter of the International 
Military Tribunal). English Law recognises four different ways of 
taking part in a felony: (l) a principal in the first degree, (2) a 
principal in the second degree, (3) an accessory before the fact, 

( 4 ) an accessory after the fact. 

The same categories are, in the main, known also to the Continental 
criminal codes, which distinguish between the immediate perpetrators and 
cc—perpctrators, instigators and aiders and abetters, dividing the last 
named category into those who give aid and comfort before the fact and 
those who do so after the fact. 

V. It is very difficult to lay down general rules as to the circum¬ 
stances which make an individual case fall under the category of 
accomplice because every case will have to be judged on its merits. 

It will always be necessary to examine: 

(a) the act of which the person who has been informed against is 
accused, 

(b) the action of the occupying authorities which is reasonably 
to be expected as a consequence of the information. 

With regard to (a); Giving information regarding common law 
crimes, will, in general, net be considered a war crime even if the 
consequences for the person .informed against be very grave. The 
same may be said of information regarding the violation of enactments 
v/hich the occupying Power was entitled, under International Law, to 
promulgate, e.g., regulations respecting the safety of the occupying 
forces, fo*d regulations in occupied territory, etc. 

Giving information regarding the violation of such occupation 
ordinances as are obviously illegal and even criminal, will, on the 
other hand, often be a reason for holding that the informer may be 
guilty of complicity in a war crime. Such obviously illegal enact¬ 
ments by the occupation authorities are, e.g., provisions ordering the 
rounding up and deportation of .Tews and other inhabitants of occupied 
territory, provisions introducing /unongst the inhabitants of ocoupied 
territory compulsory military service in the armed forces of the 
occupant, or provisions imposing slave labour on the inhabitants of 
occupied territory. 

The test is, however, in the opinion of the Committee, not 
infallible. There might be circumstances in particular cases where 
a denunciation of a person for having violated even a common law or 
an unimpeachable occupation ordinance will amount to complicity in a 
war crime subsequently oommitted. 'Elis will, e.g., be the case when 
there were left in existence police authorities of the occupied State 
during the occupation, which would be able to deal with such 
information, and the informer no vei-lhelebb uddreaaes hits infonuation 
to the occupying authority, (e.g. Gestapo, S.D. ) with the intention of 


causing particularly grievous harm ( deportation to a concentration 
oumy} or excessive punishment (death sentence for petty ulVe-ncec) 
to he inflicted upon the person informed against. 

With regard to (b); The subsequent action of the occupying 
authorities of which the information was one of the causes, must, in 
itself, be criminal, (inhumane treatment of all kinds, e.g., 
deportation tn concentration camps, extermination; punishment for 
violation of provisions, the enactment of which in itself was criminal; 
excessive sentences for petty offences). 

VI. To fasten responsibility on the informer for the war crime sub¬ 
sequently committed, it wi 11 always be necessary to «stablish the mens 
rea or dolus inalus of the informer, i.e, his knowledge that his action 
would lead to the commission of a war crime and his intention to bring 
about this effect, or his reckless indifference with regard to thi3 
effect. 

In deciding the question whether this mental element of complicity 
in the crime is, or is not, established in particular cases, the 
personality of the accused and of the person informed against vd.ll have 
to be considered. The general situation in the place concerned will 

be most relevant. It will be possible to assume the informer's guilty 

.knowledge if it was quite clear in the circumstances of the case what 
reaction was to be expeoted on the part of the occupying authorities, 
particularly if from the reaction of the occupying authority in similar 
cases a well known pattern had emerged. The informer will, on the 
other hand, not be responsible for the subsequent actions of the 
occupying authority if he had reason to believe that the person 
informed against would be fairly treated or fairly tried. 

The responsibility of the informer will, of course, be apparent 
in cases where he has acted as an eigent provocateur or where he 
knowingly accused a person of acts which the person had not committed. 

VII. As a rule, the information must have been furnished voluntarily 
in order to make the informer an accomplice in the subsequent war 
crime. If the informer acted under superior orders, the general rules 
regarding this plea, now well established, will apply to the case. 

The fact that the defendant acted pursuant to order of his government 
or of a superior shall'not free him from responsibility, but may be 
considered in mitigation of punishment (Art,8 of the Charter of the 
International Military Tribunal), The true test is not the existence 
of the order but whether moral choice was, in fact, possible, 

(Nuremberg Judgment, Cmd, 6964 , p.42). 

Such mitigating circumstances would clearly not exist in the case 
of an informer who acted entirely on his own initiative. 

If the pressure brought upon the person giving information was so 
strong that he could not resist it, then the defence that his will was 
overborne by compulsion (duress, necessity), would be available to him. 
Ttiia would particularly apply to information given on the part of a 
person who himself was being tortured or very gravely threatened, 

VIII. The war crime subsequently committed need not necessarily be a 
direct result of the information given. A pirson may also become 
criminally responsible for a subsequent war crime if it is an 
indirect result of his action, provided his mens ren is established, 

IX. The United Nations War Crimes Coirer.ission, when listing a person, 
is noither in a position, nux called upon, to examine too closely the 
mental element of a crime -with which the person has been charged. 

It is only the task of the Commission to examine whether a prima facie 
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case has been established. Committee III would like to point out, 
however, that in dealing with charges of war crimes allegedly committed 
by giving information, something more than the mere fact of giving tho 
information and the subsequent action by the occupying authority should 
be proved in order to establish even a prime, facie case and that a 
charge, in order to lead to the listing of a person, should contain 
indications both as to the criminality of the subsequent proceedings by 
the occupying authority, and of the mental element from which alone the 
guilt of the person giving the information cun be derived. 

A cautious attitude will recommend itself in view of the fact that 
the Prosecution in the trial against the major wur criminals also 
proceeded cautiously with regard to informers. In the Judgment of the 
International Military Tribunal, as pronounced on 30th September 1946, 
it was stated that the declaration regarding the Gestapo and the S.D. 
included all local representatives and agents, honorary or otherwise, 
(p.16949 of the official English transcript; p.75 of the Command Paper 
Cmd. 6964 .) On the following day, the Tribunal declared that its 
attention had been drawn to the fact that the Prosecution expressly 
excluded the honorary informers who were not members of the S.S. In 
view of that exclusion by the prosecution, the Tribunal also excluded 
those persons from the S.D. which was declared criminal* (p*l6969 of 
the official English transcript; p.83 of the Command Paper, Cmd.6964). 
This part of the Judgmont was not, of oourse, concerned with the guilt 
of the individual informers but with the question whether honorary 
informers were, as such, to be included in the criminal group. The 
incident shows nevertheless that the Prosecution was reluctant to 
consider giving information as such an activity constituting complicity 
in a war crime, 

X. For the reasons given above, particularly in paragraphs III and 

VI, the C oinm ittee reached the following conclusions as to the 
circumstances in which the giving of information can constitute a war 
crime: 

The giving of information does not, in itself, constitute a war 
crime. The informer commits a crime if, by giving information, he 
becomes a party to, or accomplice in, a war crime recognised as such 
in International Lav/. This is the case if the general conditions 
whioh constitute complicity are present, o.j. if 'the informer knew 
that his action would lead to the committing of a war crime and either 
intended to bring about this donsequence or was recklessly indifferent 
with regard to it. 
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7th March, 1947 


UNITED NAIIQMS 1 R CRIMES COMMISSION . 
COMMITTEE I. 


GENERAL MARINOV'S CASE. 


Draft-Letter to the Bulgarian Government, 


Committee I, in its meeting held on 6th March, 1947, 
adopted the following nev/ text of the letter to be sent' to 
the Bulgarian Government. (The first draft was contained 
in part II of Doc. C. 246 and was discussed by the Commission 
on 5th March, 1947). In the meeting of Committee I the 
Greek representative also presented a statement of the 
charges fox' ti'ausmission to the Bulgarian Government which 
is referred to in the Draft-Letter. This statement is 
circulate^, as Annex to this paper. 


Text of Letter, proposed by Committee I , 

The Commission has given very careful attention to the various 
documents received from the Bulgarian Ministry for Foreign Affairs, 
through the Allied Control Commission in Bulgaria, in relation to the 
case of General MARINOV. In particular it has examined the request 
of the Bulgarian Government that General MARINOV's aame should be 
removed from the list of persons accused of war crimes. 

After most careful consideration, the Commission has, with 
regret, reached the conclusion that it is not possible to give effect 
to the Bulgarian Government's request, since it has found no reason 
to reverse its original deoision. This should not be construed as 
meaning that General MARINOV has been found guilty of any crime, 
since the United Nations War Crimes Commission has neither the function, 
nor the machinery to establish guilt; it merely means that a prima facie 


case has been found to exist relating to General MARINOV's 
responsibility for war orimes committed in the Fiorina and 
Kastoria areas. 

'./ith regard to the request of the Bulgarian Government 
to be furnished with the evidence on which this decision is 
taken, the Commission desires to point out that, in aooordance 
with the established rules of procedure, it has not been its 
practice to communicate charges or evidence brought before it 
by member Governments and it regrets,therefore, that no 
departure from the existing practice can be made on the present 
occasion. 

The Greek Government has, however, submitted^ for 
communication to the Bulgarian Government, a statement of the 
charges placed before the Cornnission. A copy of this document 
is transmitted herewith. 

If at some later date the Bulgarian Government desires 
to submit further evidence having a definite and substantial 
bearing on the Commission's deoision, the Commission will be 
prepared to give careful consideration to such evidence. 
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A N N E X. 


Greek Charges against General i.iAhii'iUV . 


The 3 u. n -arian General Ivan MARINOV, who served during the 
occupation as commanding officer of the 15th Division stationed at 
Monastir, i3 responsible for the. following war crimes : 

From his headquarters at Monastir he directed Bulgarian policy 
and propaganda, which sought to exterminate or denationalize the 
Greek population in Western Macedonia, For this purpose he was in 
close contact with the chiefs of the Comitadjis of the Kastoria area, 
with -whom he held frequent meetings in Monastir, and to whom he 
furnished money, food and arms for distribution to the local Comitadjis, 
since the latter were not receiving adequate supplies from the Italians, 

In May, 1943, MARINOV, in company with DIMITROV, a higher 
official of the Bulgarian Ministry for Foreign Affairs, KALTCHEV and a 
group of Bulgarian officers and soldiers, proceeded on his own 
initiative to Kastoria, where he met General VENIERI and asked permission 
to despatch a Bulgarian army to Kastoria and Western Macedonia, His 
request having been refused, he made a further one: That Bulgarian 
officers should be permitted to direct the activities of the Comitadjis 
in their campaign of exterminating the Greek population. This second 
request was likewise rejected. 

Subsequently, MARINOV addressed a gathering of Comitadjis,urging 
them to give all possible help to the Axis, and promising to send 
them reinforcements from Sofia and Monastir. As a result of his visit, 
Bulgarian propaganda was intensified and the Comitadjis employed 
increasingly oppressive methods against the Greek population. In 
addition, large quantities of arms and ammunition belonging to the 
Bulgarian army were sent to the Comitadjis from Monastir. 

In January, 1944, MARINOV despatched from Monastir a regiment of 
infantry, together with a detachment of artillery to help the Germans 
fight the Greek andartes. This force, \/hich was under the command of 
Lt. Colonel TSANEV, operated in the Florina-Kastoria area, and was 
responsible for many executions for the maltreatment and terrorising of 
the population, and for the looting and destruction of private property. 
Among other atrocities perpetrated by this force, 11 Greeks were murdered 
with hatchets; 2 Greeks were buried alive. Finally, as a result of 
protests from the Greek authorities, the Germans were compelled to order 
the force to leave the territory. 

Mention may also be made of the case in which MARINOV 
endeavoured by intense propaganda, to denationalize a group of 2.000 
Greek boys who had been sent to him by KALTCHEV from Central and Western 
Macedonia. He lavished upon them gifts of clothing, food and money; at 
the same time they were educated in Bulgarian. 


* 









UNITED NATIONS CRIMES COMMTf^IC,;, 


EELIESnATE m\.Ii;JiauLVT OF UNDEFENDED PLACES 


Report by Committee III 


The Par Eastern and Pacific Sub-Commission is faoed with a 
number of cases on "deliberate bombardment of undefended places" 
in China by Japanese planes. The Sub-Commission wishes to learn 
from the Main Commission (a) what constitutes deliberate bombardment 
and on whom rests the burden of proof? (b) What constitutes an 
undefended place and what evidence is required to establish the 
fact of undefendedness? (c) What procedure has been followed in 
similar cases in Europe by the Main Conuoission? 

The Commission of Responsibilities appointed by the Preliminary 
Paris Peace Conference in 1919 inserted the term "deliberate bombard¬ 
ment of undefended places" in the list of headings under which 
charges of war crimes can be collected and classified. The list 
has been adopted as a working list by the United Nations War Crimes 
Commission (Doc. C.l.) 

The item "deliberate bombardment of undefended places" has 
been formulated on the basis of Article 25 of the Rules of Land 
Warfare of 1899 and /O'tide 25 of the Hague Regulations, annexed 
to Convention IV of 1907, which forbid the attack or bombardment 
of undefended towns, villages, dwellings or buildings. 

The Second Hague Conference of 1907, inserted in this 
Article the words "by any means whatever", in order to cover 
bombardments occurring not only in land warfare, but also in 
air warfare. 

The rules governing bombardments by naval forces, (Hague 
Convention IX of 1907), while also in general prohibiting the 
bombardment by naval forces of undefended ports,towns,villages, 
dwellings or buildings, did not include in this prohibition 
military works, military or naval establishments, depots of arms 
or war material, workshops or plants which could be utilised 
for the needs of the hostile fleet or army. With regard to 
naval warfare, the criterion has, from the beginning, been not 
so much the question whether the bombarded place was or was not 
defended, but whether or not it contained military objectives. 

Although the conventional law governing land and air bombardments 
has never expressly been amended to this effect, there was a 
consensus of opinion between statesmen^experts and writers on 
international law between the two World Wars that the test of 
undefendedness was unworkable fund obsolete. 

At the beginning of the Japanese-Chinese hostilities, and 
at the beginning of the Second World War in Europe in 1939> the 
legal position was, in the opinion of the United Nations War Crimes 
Commission, that air warfare was, in the sane way as warfare on land 
and at sea, subject to the fundamental prohibition of direct attaok 
upon non-combatants whioh pen.ieates the whole law of war. 
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III. 


The United. -Nations W*ir Crimes Cou.ission has, therefore, in 
its production of lists of persons against whom a prina facie case 
of having committed a crime has been established, consistently 
rejected coses alleging illegitimate bombardment, if, on the 
evidence before the Commission, the bombarded places contained 
military objectives, and has listed only snob pergona an wern held 
i^spoiujiuiu iar navxng intentionally bombarded places containing 
no military objectives. 

Between 1940 and 1945, the bombardment of large areas was 
used as a means of warfare by both belligerents. The indiscriminate 
bombing of allied cities by the German .tir Force has not been made 
the subject of a charge cither against the major German war criminals 
in general, or against the Commander-in Chief of Che German Air 
Force who was the main defendant at Nuremberg. Nor has the use 
of the so-called V-weapons against England been made part of the 
Nuremberg Indictment, The Nuremberg Judgment does not, therefore, 
contain a finding on the subject. The some applies to the trial 
of the major Japanese war criminals. Among the breaches of the 
laws and customs of wrr for which they are held responsible, no 
mention is made of illegitimate air warfare by bombing places 
not containing military objectives. 

The United Nations War Crimes Commission does not think, 
however, that it is necessary for the present purpose to express 
an opinion on the question v.hat influence, if any, the conduct 
of the Second World War and the Nuremberg and .Tokyo proceedings 
have had on the relevant law, as the Commission understands that 
the enquiry £r\m the Sub-Commission mainly refers to incidents 
which happened in the course of the Japanese-Chinese hostilities 
before 1939 . 

"Subject to the observation contained in the preceding 
paragraph, the Commission replies to the three questions posed 
by the Sub-Commissi m, as follows: 

(a) "Deliberate bombardment of undefended places" 
means the intentional bombardment of places with the 
knowledge that they are undefended. 

According to general principles of criminal law' 
the burden of pro^f rests on the prosecuti n. In 
establishing such proof, the intention to bombard an 
undefended place and the knowledge that it wa3 
undefended may be inferred from the conduct and actions 
of the accused person. 

(b) There is no indication either in conventi nal law 
or in the opinion of legal writers or in actual state, 
prentice what "unuefended place" means. 

In view of the considerations set forth in Sccti n II 
of this Memorandum it ha3 been the prac dice of this 
Commission to use the term "place c jntaining no military 
objective" rather than the term "undefended place" as 
the criterion. 

(c) as stated under (b) th« Commission has, in its actual 
practice, c nsioered the absence of military objectives to be 
the correct criteri n. It has, therefore, declined to list 
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persons accused of being responsible for the bombardment 
of places containing military objectives, and has, on the 
other hand, placed on its lists persons responsible for 
the deliberate, l.e,, intentional, bombard tent of places 
Containing no military objectives". 


D 



(*) For details respecting the development of the relevant law, 

see Doc. III/78, for the practice of Committee I see Doc. 1/82. 











0251 

UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIIES OOMOCSSION March 10, 1947. 

DISSOLUTION OF THE 

FAR E. .STERN .'NTD PACIFIC STTB-00 ' IS SION 


Resolution adopted by the Sub-C rani a cion on 4th March, 1947. 


The For Eastern and Pacific Sub- 
Cannission adopted on 4th irarch,1947 
tho following Resolution:- 

RESOLUTION /" 


"Whereas at a mooting of Allied and Dominions 
Representatives at the British Foreign Office on October 20th, 
1943, for the establishment of a United Nations Commission for 
tho investigation of -./nr crimes, a resolution was pas3od 
empowering the Commission to set up panels; 

Whereas the United Nations War Crimes Commission 
at a meeting on Hay 16th, 1944, docidod to sot up a Far Eastern 
and Pacific Sub-C amission to deal with ’..-or crimes committod by 
Japan; 

Whoreas the Sub-Co; mission considers that it has 
now completed its task; 

The Sub-Commission recomends to tho United Nations 
War Crimes Commission that the work of the Sub-Ca.iriission be 
brought to an end on liarch 31st, 1947, that tho Sub-Commission 
bo accordingly dissolved and that its files and records along 
with a progress report of its activities bo sent to the 
Commission in London." 
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C.252 

24th March, 


UNITED i:. .2101-5 WAR CRIMES COH CESSION 


BoariiiK uf Um Italian Peace Treaty cn tho position of 
Italian War Criminals, 


Jrint Report hy I grid TIT, 


I. 


II. 



©w acting Flinch TToj^., , • '■ > w, byhaIT „f the IVonuM uuthwi’itio*, 

presented to the Commission's Secretariat four questions regarding tho 
hearing of Die Peace Treaty with Italy on the position of Italians 
aocuso'd of having committed war crimes. 

The questions were examined at a joint meeting of Committees I and III 
hold on 20th ilarch 1947. At this meeting it was unanimously agreed 
that the replies contained in the second part of this report should 
ho given by the Commission to the French authorities. 

Committees I and III add that the problems arise not only in connection 
with the Italian Peace Treaty, but also in connection with Eoumonia, 
Bulgaria, Hungary and Finland; the Italian aspect is, however, 
in practice the most important. 

Tho following are the four questions posed by the French authorities and 
the replies proposed by Committees I and III, 

(l) Will the Commission continue listing Italian war criminals whon 
the Italian Peace Treaty comes into force? Will the lists of 
Italian war criminals be communicated to the Italian Government? 

Tho exact date of this communication. 

The Italian Peace Treaty will came into force immediately upon 
the deposit of ratifications by the Union of Soviet Socialist Replublies, 
by the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, by the 
United States of America, and by Franco (Art. 90 of the Poaoe Treaty). 

The Commission will continue to list Italians accused of war crimes 
when the Peace Treaty comes into force. 


No decision is suggested at present on the question whothcr or not 
the lists of the Unitod Nations War Crimes Commission containing tho names 
of Italian war criminals should bo communicated to the Italian Government 
or to the four Ambassadors of tho Great Powers in Romo. A dooision on 
this question will bo sought if and when the Italian Government asks for 
the communication of these lists. 

(2) What is the value of listing Italian war criminals by tho Commission 

In vie, of Lhe no., machinery envisaged in tho Italian Peace TruatyV 

As far as concerns persons of Italian nationality who arc at present 
outside Italian territory, no change in the present procedure i3 called 
for. Tho value of the listing by tho Commission will continuo to consist 
in tho fact that the Commission* s lists will,both before and after tho 
Italian Peaco Treaty, be the ’oasis on which will tako place tho surrender 
of persons accused of war crimes from the zonon of occupation of Germany, 
from other occupiod territories and as between allied States. 

Insofar as tho persons in question are in Italy, listing by tho 
Commission will oe a valuable guide both to tho four Ambassadors aiul 
to tho Italian Government itself, the latter because it is not assumed 
that the Italian Government will take the case of every olio god war 
criminal to the four Ambassadors, Tho four Ambassadors in Rar.io, who 
decide disputes concerning tho application of Art, 45 of the Poaco 
Treaty, have no machinery for examining the quostion whothcr tliere is a 
prlma facio case of a war crime and will find tho examination of individual 
oases by tho Coru.iission useful in arriving at a final decision. 
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(£) Gan, when the Italian Treaty cones into forco, Italian prisoners 
of \?ar be tried by Allied authorities in v/hosc custody they arc 

•'xprnypl of tho Italian Gto^rnnont?' 

Articlo 71 of tho Peace Treaty provides that Italian prisonors cf 
•rtxr alaJ.1 Lc i vpatiiuLud as soon as possible in accordance with arrangements 
agreed upon by tho individual powers detaining thon and Italy, 

This provision oust, in tho Commission's opinion, be interpreted as 
boing subject to the exception which is inpliod in Article 45, nanoly that 
persons accused of war crines in the wider sinse need not be ropatriatod, 
if their trial is pending, or if they are being tried, for war crimos, or 
if they are serving a sentence therefor. If Italy is under tho obligation 
to apprehend and surrender for trial persons accused of having committed 
ordered or abetted war crines, oven if they are under Italian jurisdictir 
it follows that Italy has not the right to insist on tho repatriation of 
such persons if they happen to be in Allied custody. Any other interpretation 
vould lead to the absurd result that an Italian prisoner of war, who is, 
o«g,, in Pronch custody, would have to be repatriated by Franco to Italy 
under Article 71 of tho Peace Treaty, in order to bo then surrendered 
by Italy to France under Article 45. 

Reference is nade in this connection to Article 75 of tho Genova 
Prisoners of War Convention of 1929 dealing with liberation and repatriation 
of prisoners of war at the end of hostilities, Tho Convention provides 
that prisoners of war who are subject to<rininal proceedings for a crime 
or offence at oomnon law may be detained until the end of tho proceedings, 
and, if need be, until the aspiration of the sentence. The same applies 
to prisoners convicted for a crime or offenco at ca.mon law. 

In tho Commission's opinion, the approval or consent of tho Italian 
Government to their detention is not necessary. It will be open to the 
detaining government, however, to notify the Italian Government in a way 
similar to that which is provided for in the Genova Prisoners of War 
Convention of 1929. 

(4) Pan, when the ^talian Peace Treaty cones into force, Italian war 

criminals who are in the custody of States different from the State 
which demands them and who are on the United Nations War Crimos 
O'W'i of, ~ ! or.'" bo lwu.dad by the ou^bullion ixuyornnunt to 

the demanding Government without approval of tho Italian Government? 

What has boon said under (3) applies here mutatis mutandis. Tho 
Allied States have the right, to hand over inte r so prisonors cf wrr 
accused of war crimes in spite of, and as ar exception to, tho gonoral 
obligation to repatriate then deriving from Article 71 'the Peace Troaty, 

Tho approval or consent of the Italian Government is not nocensary 
and it is left, tilso in this case, to the detaining government to inform 
tho Italian Government if it thinks fit. 








(J) Gan, '..'hen the Italian Treaty cones into force, Italian prisoners 
of war bo tried by Alliod authorities in whose custod y they ore 
w ithout the approval of the Italian Government ? 

ij-tirlo 71 of the Peaeo Treaty provides thnt Italia., prisoners of 

war shall be repatriated as soon as possible in accordance vlth arrangements 
agreed upon by tho individual powers detaining thon and Italy* 

This provision must, in the Commission's opinion, be interpreted as 
being subject to the exception which is inpliod in article 45, nanoly that 
persons accused of war crines in the wider sinse nood not be ropatriatod, 
if their trial is pending, or if they are being triod, for war crinos, or 
if they are serving a sentence therefor. If Italy is under tho obligation 
to apprehend and surrender for trial persons accused of having oar.iriittod 
ordered or abetted war crines, oven if they are under Italian jurisdictif 
it follows that Italy hc;s not the right to insist on tho repatriation of 
such persons if they happen to be in Allied custody. Any other interpretation 
would lead to the absurd result that an Italian prisoner of war, who is, 
o,g,, in Fronch custody, would have to be repatriated by Franco to Italy 
under Article 71 of the Peace Treaty, in order to bo then surrendered 
by Italy to France under Article 45. 

Reference is nade in this connection to Article 75 of the Genova 
Prisoners of War Convention of 1929 dealing with liberation and repatriation 
of prisoners of war at the end of hostilities. The Convention provides 
that prisoners of war who are subject to criminal proceedings for a crime 
or offence at ecranon law may be detained until the end of tho proceedings, 
and, if need be, until the expiration of the sentence, Tho sane applies 
to prisoners convicted for a crime or offence at ca.inon lav/. 


In the Commission's opinion, the approval or consont of tho Italian 
Government to their detention is not necessary. It will be open to the 
detaining government, however, to notify the Italian Government in a way 
similar to that which is provided for in the Genova Prisoners of War 
Convention of 1929. 

(4) Can, when the ^talian Peace Treaty canes into force, Italian war 

criminals who are in the custody of States different from tho State 
which demands them and who are on the United Nations War Crimos 
Commission's Lists, be handed over by the custodian Government to 
tho demandj.rrr fl PVPTnor.'+‘ without *Yparo , ’ , al nf th° Tt"7.ip.n Gnvo'orment ? 

What has been said undor (3) applies here mutatis mutandis, Tho 
Allied States have the right to hand over inter so prisoners of war 
accused of war crimes in spite of, and as ar exception to, tho general 
obligation to repatriate thon deriving from Article 71 of tho Peace Treaty, 

Tho approval or consent of the Italian Government is not necessary 
and it is left, also in this case, to the detaining government to inform 
tho Italian Government if it thinics fit. 
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26th March, 


UNITED NATIONS WAR .OBJHES COU1 SESSION 

Bearing of the Italian Peace Treaty on the pork ion of 

Italian War Criminals . 

joint .Report by Conmittoes I and III, 

(Adopted by the Conmission on 26th March, 1947)• 

The acting French Representative, on behalf of the French authorities, 
presented to the Conmission’s Secretariat four questions regarding the 
bearing of the Peace Treaty with Italy on the x'oaition of Italian® 
aocused of having committed war crimes. 

The questions were examined at a Joint meeting of Committees I and III 
held on 20th march 1947* At this meeting it was unanimously agreed 
that the replies contained in the second part of this report should 
bo given by the Commission to the French authorities. 

Committees I and III add that the problems arise not only in connection 
with the Italian Peace Treaty, but also in connection with Reumania, 
Bulgaria, Hungary and Finland; the Italian aspect is, however, 
in practice the most important, 

Tho following are the four questions posed by the French authorities and 
the replies proposed by Committees I and III, 

(1) Will the Commission continue listing Italian war criminals when 
the Italian Peace Treaty comes into force? Will the lists of 
Italian war criminals be communicated to the Italian Government? 

Tho exact date of this communication, 

Tho Italian Peace Treaty will cane into force immediately upon 
the deposit of ratifications by the Union of Soviet Socialist Replubli®s, 
by the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, by the 
United States of America, and by France (Art. 90 of the Peace Treaty), 

The Cemission will continue to list Italians accused of '.Tar crimes 
when the Peace Treaty comes into force. 

No decision is suggested at present on the quostion whether or not 
tho lists of tho United Nations War Crimes Commission •ontalning the names 
of Italian war criminals should be communicated to the Italian Government 
or to the four Ambassadors of tho Great Powers in Rome, A decision on 
this question will bo sought if and when the Italian Government asks for 
the communication of these lists. 

(2) What is the value of listing Italian war criminals by the Ccnmjsslon 
in view of the new machinery envisaged in the Italian Peace Treaty? 

As far as concerns persons cf Italian nationality who ore at present 
outside Italian territory, no change in the present procedure is' called 
for, Tho value of the listing by the Conmission will continue to consist 
in the fact that the Commission*s lists will,both before and after tho 
Italian Peaco Treaty, be tho basis on which will take place the surrender 
of persons accused of war crimes fran the zones of occupation of Germany, 
from other occupiud territories and as between allied States, 

Insofar as the persons in question are in Italy, listing by tho 
Commission will be a valuable guide both to the four Ambassadors and 
to the Italian Government itself, the latter becr.use it is not assumed 
that the Italian Government will take the case of every allogod war 
criminal to the four Ambassadors?*) The four Ambassadors in Homo, who 
decide disputes concerning the application of Art, 45 of the Ponca 
Treaty, have no mnchinoiy for examining the question 'whether there is a 
prir.va facie case of a war crime and will find tho examination of indiviuu... 
oases by tho Canmission useful in arriving at a final decision, 

(it) See footnote on p,2. 
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(J) Can, when the Italian Treaty ernes into force, Italian prisoners 
of war bo tried, by Allied authorities in whoso custody they arc 
w ithout the approval of the Italian Governmen t? 

Article 71 of the Peace Treaty provides that Italian prisoners of 
v/ar shall be repatriated as soon as possible in accordance v/ith arrangement 3 
agreed upon by the individual powers detaining them and Italy, 

This provision must, in the Commission's opinion, bo interpreted as 
being subject to the exception which is implied in Article 43, namely that 
persons accused of war crimes in the wider smse need not be repatriated, 
if their trial is pending, or if they are being tried, for war crimes, ur 
if they are serving a sentence therefor. If Italy is under tho obligation 
to apprehend and surrender for trial persons accused of having committed 
ordered or abetted v/ar crimes, oven if they are under Italian jurisdiction, 
it follov/s that Italy hi '.3 not the right to insist on the repatriation of 
such persons if they happen to be in Allied custody. Any other interpretation 
would lead to the absurd result that an Italian prisoner of v/ar, who is, 
o,g,, in French custody, v/ould have to be repatriated by France to Italy , . 

under Article 71 of the Peace Treaty, in order to be then surrendered 
by Italy to Franco under Article 45, 

Reference is made in this connection to Article 73 of tiro Genova 
Prisoners of War Convention of 1929 dealing with liberation and repatriation 
of prisoners of war at the end of hostilities. The Convention provides 
that prisoners of war who axe subject to criminal proceedings for a crime 
or offence at common lav/ may be detained until tho end of the proceedings, 
and, if need be, until the expiration of the sentence. The same applies 
to prisoners convicted for a crime or offence at common lav/. 

In tho Commission's opinion, the approval or consent of the Italian 
Government to their detention is not necessary. It will oe open to tho 
detaining government, however, to notify the Italian Government in a wry 
similar to that which is provided for in the Genova Prisoners of War 
Convention of 1929* 

( 4 ) Can, when the ^talian Peace Treaty comes into force. Italian war 

criminals who are in the custody of States different from the State 
which demands them and v/ho are on the United Rations War Crimes 
Commission*s Lists, be handed over by the custodian Government to 
the demanding Government without approval of the Italian Government? 

What has been said under ( 3 ) applies hero mutatis mutandis. The 
Allied States have tlie right to hand over inter se prisoners of war 
accused of war crimes in spite of, and as ar exception to, tho general 
obligation to repatriate then deriving from Article 71 of tlie Peace Trea J p 

The approval or consent of the Italian Government is not necessary 
and it is left, also in this case, to the detaining government to infom 
the' Italian Government if it thinks fit. 


f*7 On 2(jt"h Maroh, 1947 the Commission unanimously agreed that: 
"The procedure under the Treaty will be that a State which 
desires the surrender of a war criminal situated in Italy will 
apply to the Italian Government; and only if tbo Italian 
Government refuses the surrender will the question go before 
the Ambassadors", 




* 
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25th March, 1947. 


UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES CCHIilSoION 


The French Case No, 4698 


( Alleged, pillage through economic activities ; 
making French tanners and manufacturers of 
foot-wear work for the benefit of Germany ). 


Report by Committee III 


I. At its meeting on 27th February, 1947, Committee I referred the 

French case No, 4698 to Committee III for its opinion as to whether 
the activities of the accused should be considered war crimes. 

According to the short statement of facts, the accused(POEPPELMANN 
and MUNSCH-MEYER) were directors and principal share-holders of a 
company which was charged by the German Government with the task of 
making the French tanners and manufacturers of foot-wear work for 
the benefit of Germary. The accused, a commercial man and a 
banker respectively, both living in Paris, set up there in December, 
1941, a limited liability company. This company used to inport into 
France raw materials intended for the manufacture of foot-wear, 
excepting the hides and the tanning extracts, intended for the 
French tanneries. The charge states that though the company did 
nothing but import into France German goods and products, it none 
the less contributed directly to the economic pillage of the 
country. This proposition is in the charge based on two facts: 

(1) that the Hides Office which regulated within France the 
whole of the foot-wear industry and the hides industry forced the 
French tanners and manufacturers to buy from the company, the sole 
suppliers, German products of an inferior quality, and at a high 
price; 

(2) that the company only sold to firms which worked compulsorily 
for Germany and whose products were bought exclusively by the German 
purchasing company attached to the Ministry of Economics. The charge 
states that the total figures representing the business carried out by 
the company fi'um DeeewLel, 1541, to uelobex-, 1544, was above 257.UUU.UOU 
francs. It is stated that the company constituted an important part 

of the organisation entrusted by the German Government with seeing that 
the Stench hides industry worked only for the benefit of Germany, 

II, In the opinion of Committee III, the charge, unless supplemented 

by additional facts, does not disclose facts establishing a prima facie 
case for a war crime having been committed. The activities of the two 
compury directors may have been and cortrdnly were disadvantageous to 
the French economy. They did :ict, however, come cither under trie 
notion of pillage which is prohibited by Article 47 of the Hague 
Regulations or under the term of "Plunder of Private or Public Property", 
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whole of the foot-wear industry and the hides industry forced the 
French tanners and manufacturers to buy from the company, the sole 
suppliers, German products of Jin inferior quality, and at a high 
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for Germany and whose products were bought exclusively by the German 
purchasing compary attached to the Ministry of Economics. The charge 
states that the total figures representing the business carried out by 
the company from December, 1941, to October, 1944, was above 257.000.000 
francs. It is stated that the company constituted an important part 

of the organisation entrusted by the German Government with seeing that 
the French hides industry worked only for the benefit of Germany, 


II. In the opinion of Committee III, the charge, unless supplemented 

by additional facts, does not disclose facts establishing a prima facie 
case for a war crime having been committed. The activities of the two 
company directors may have been and certainly were disadvantageous to 
the French econor.y. They did not, however, come either under the 
notion of pillage which is prohibited by Article 47 of the Hague 
Regulations or under the term of "Plunder of Private or public Property", 
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as used In article 6(b) of the Charter of the International Military 
Tribunal and as applied by the Nuremberg Judgment in the trial of the 
major German war criminals. It is not stated in the charge that the 
accused did not pay full value for the goods they purchased, nor that 
they in applying criminal means, achieved more than the value of the 
goods they sold. As far as the charge contains hinto ul unlawful 
pressure having been brought upon the French commercial community, it 
is not stated that the two accused were personally implicated in the 
applying or threatening of the illegitimate use of force. 

It is stated that Frenoh tanners and manufacturers were forced - 
though not by the accused - to buy from the accused German produots of 
an inferior quality. Committee III fails to see the relevance of this 
statement, particularly in view of the fact that the products made of 
the material of inferior quality were again re-iuported into Germany. 

III. Committee III therefore recommends that the National Office be 
invited to supplement the charge and that unless the charge is 
supplemented, the accused should not be listed by the Commission. 


« 
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UNITED NATIONS '7AR CRIES CGGiTS5IOK 


The Provisions of the Peace Treaties with Goman/ and 

Austria regarding War Crinlnals. 

Suggestions adopted by the Commission on 25th March .1947, 

The United Nations ',, r ar Crimes Cor.rdcsicn submits 
to its members the i oilowing views on certain provisions which 
in the Commission*s opinion it would bo deoirablT to insert 
.in the Peace Treaties -with Germany and Austria, now under 
consideration by the Conference of the Foreign Ilinisters of the 
United Kingdom, the United States of America, tho Soviet Union 
and Franco assembled in Moscow. 

While not expressing an opinion on the problem of the 
prosecution of nationals of the Allied and Associated Po era 
accused of having violated their national law by treason or 
collaboration with the enemy during tho war, the United 
Nations Yfar Crimes Commission presents to its member Governments 
for consideration its views on the provisions of the Peace 
Treaties with Germany and Austria dealing 7.1th war criminals. 

In doing so the United Nations '.7ar Crimes Commission has 
taken into account the provisions inserted in tho Peace Treaties 
signed with Italy (Art. 45), with Rounania (Art. 6), with 
Bulgaria (Art. 5), with Hungary (Art. 6), and with Finland 
(Art. 9). It has also taken hebount of the sug'estions adopted by 
its members on the 18th September, 19A6, with regard to these 
provisions as the United Nations bar Crimes Co : iosion’s document 
C.227 of the 19th September, 1946, and presented to the 
Member Governments. 

In the opinion of tho United Nations bar Crimes Commission 
the provisions regarding war criminals in the Peace Treatios with 
Germany and Austria should be drafted bearing in mind tho basic 
faot that, as far as the European war in concernod, it in the German 
and Austrian war criminals who perpetrated the larger number 
and tho most heinous types of crimes, and who inspired war criminals 
of tho other ex-ener.iy States to foil aw their load in this respect. 

The United Nations war Crim.es Corilssion is consequently 
of the opinion that tho obligations to bo imposed upon Germary 
• nd Austria should be made more strict and move precise in the relevant 
provisions than was the case 'with tho provisions in the fivo Poacc 
Treatios with the ox-Satellite States, 

The latter provisions are general In ter is, laying 
upon the ux-satollite governments a duty "to t.-kc all no cocoary 
stops" to ensure the apprehension and surrender for trial of the 
persons concerned. For the reasons given above, in tho case 
of Gummy and i.ustria it would eppeor to be more preferable to 
depart from such a general orligation and not to take any risks 
of a recurrence on the part of these two countries of the 
negative attitude displayed by the Goman Government after tho 
first ’..'orId War in respect of the surrender and punishment of 
war criminals. 

Therefore the United Nations bar Crimes Cor mission 
considers that it would bo moat valuable) if the provic one of 
the Peace Treaties with Germany and Austria cov.ld bo drafted 
in such a wry as to take account of tho following points: 


1. The duty to take all necessary stops to ensure 
tho apprehension "nd surrender of war criminals should bo made 
applicable notwithstanding any proceedings or prosecution before 
a Gorman or ..ustrian Court. An express provision to this effect 









was contr.inod in Art. 228 of the Pence Treaty of Versailles. 

2, The German and the Austrian Governments should bo 
required to comply with all requests of the United Nations 
Governments concerned relating to the identification, discovery 
apprehension, arrest and sun rendu i uf the accused persons, without 
any right to examine the case on its merits wherever the nemos of tho 
accused persons appear in the lists of the United Nations i.’or Crimes 
Car .iscion. The United N tions Government concerned should be fully 
and promptly informed of the manner in which effect is being given 

to its request. 

3. There should be a special provision securing the 
testimony of witnesses, as in the Peace Treaties signed with the 
five cx-Satellitu States, sup j: lonentod however by a provision 
corresponding to Art. 230 of the Peace Treaty of Versailles and 
the German and Austrian Governments should undertake to discloso 
and produco any records, documents or other evidence, the 
producing of which may bo considered necessary to secure the 
full knowledge of the acts with which tho accused is charged, and 
to assist in qny other way in which assistance nay be roquired, 

iA In the opinion of the United Nations Var Crimes 
Card ns ion, there should be some provisions safeguarding the loyal 
and conscientious collaboration of the officials of Germany and 
Austria, who will bo responsible for tho execution of the 
provisions of the Treaties. Germany and Austria should undertake 
to pass and enforce legislation making it a ponr.1 offence 

(a) to obstruct the execution of the foregoing provisions 
or to fail to oomply with any direction relating 
thoreto; 

(b) to add or abet a person './hose surrender has boon 
demanded in evading apprehension or surrender; 

(c) to destroy or conceal documentary evidence, to 
impede or obstruct the calling or examination of 
witnesses; 

(d) tc incite another person to resist in any way tho 
provisions concerning the apprehension and surrender 
of such persons; 

(o) for ary ox-onony official to prosecute or punish ary 

person for having reported to tho authorities or agencies 
of any of the United Nations, r.ny evasion of, or 
resistance to the foregoing provisions. 

5. Under tho Peace Treaties signod with the five ox- 
Satollite States any disagreement concerning tho application of 
the relevant provisions is to bo referred to the Diplomatic 
envoys of the Great Parers concerned at the Capital of tho ex- 
Satellito States, 

'..’itbout wishiiig t'. prejudice aiy other possible arrangement 
in tho Peace Treaties with Germany and Austria, the United Nations 
War Crimes Commission is of the opinion that a strict control ovor 
the application of tho relevant provisions bp Germany and Austria 
should in any caso bo secured. In this respect tho Unitod Nations 
U’ar Crimes Ccnnisoion sug ests that with rugard to demands for the 
apprehension and surrender of accused porsc. s, a difference could bo 
made between the apprehension of such pors ns on the cno hand and their 










surrender for trial on the other. ’.Thilo the surrender, in 
tho event of disagreement, should renain dependent on the 
doiri«?-ior of the controlling uutUuiacy, tne apprehension of 
wanted persons by the enemy govern lent should bo compulsory 
and the latter should not be entitled to leave tho accused person 
at large until the decision of the controlling authority has been 
given. The Cor.tission therefore suggests that whenever the 
surrender of a person is asked for by a United Nations Government, 
the person concerned should bo apprehended and kept in custody 
until such tine as the controlling authority reaches agreement 
with regard to the difficulty. 

It should, hr.voVer, be understood that the German end 
Austrian Governments would in no case be entitled to disagree 
cn the subject of prim facie guilt established by tho Unitod 
Nations Y.'ar Crimes Co:mission. 

The Commission trusts that tho above suggestions will 
be taken into favourable consideration by tho Governments of 
the Unitod Nations. 
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UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION. 

Please note that Document C.238 is to be 
destroyed and the present document, C.255 
is to bo treated as tho Fourth Supplement 
to tho Synopsis of Trial Reports* 
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C.255. 

30th April. 1947. 


UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION. 


Fourth Supplement 
to the 
Synopsis 

of Tri-A imports 

(Doc.C.20£T 


Cinou tiis circulation of ine Third Suppionont (Doo.0*23.3), the 
reports summarised in thi3 paper have boon received by the 
United Nations War Crimes Commission* 

The following documents contain lists of trial reports 
.received: C.204, 0,208, C*222, C.233 and the present paper. 


I« International Trials: 

2) Transcript of the trial of the major Far Eastern War Criminals, 
from 3rd May 1946 to data, with additional papors from the 
International Military Tribunal for the Ear East. 


II. British Trials; 


P 


121) Trial of Franz Schonfeld and 9 othors. 

Date & Place of Trial: 11th Juno 1946, et seq. at Essen, the 

oourt consisting of 4 British and 1 Australian members. 
Charge: While in charge of Civilian Internment Camp, Rechling- 

hausen, they committed a war crime in that they at 
Tilburg on 9th July 1944, were concerned in the 
killing of 1 British, 1 Australian and 1 Canadian Air 
Foroe officers. 

Verdict; (According to oral information received from the Judgo 
Advocate Genoral's Department): 

. Not Guilty, 6, 

Guilty, 4, 

Sentences: Death by hanging: 4* 


122) Trial of Friedrich Uhrig, Civilian. 

Date & Place of Trial: 18-20 February 1946 at Hanover, 

Charge; That he at Langlingon, Germany, on or about 29th December, 
1944, killed an unknown Ft.Lt. of the RAF, a PoW. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by judicial hanging. 

Sentence confirmed. 


123) Trial of Kurt Kindervater, Kurl Heinrich Drenokborg and Karl Hans 
Didszonat, all German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 21-23rd February 1946 at Hamburg. 

Charge: (l) Against 1st and 2nd accused only; Ill-treatment of two 
unidentified B r itish Airmen who had baled out of their 
aircraft. 

(2) Af/oinst 1st and 2nd aocusod only: Ill-treatment of 
Polish nationals. 

( 3 ) Against 3rd accused only: Ill-treatment of Polish 
nationals. 

Verdict: 3 r< i accused not guilty. 

1st and 2nd accused guilty of 2nd charge. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 3 years, 1, 

" " 1 year, 1. 

Sontences confirmed. 










Trial of Lieut. Ysunaguchi Akurri and 4 others, of tlv. Ir^cj. iul 
Japanese Arny. 

Date & Place of Trial: 21 - 26 February 1946 at Singapore, the 
court consisting of 1 Indian and 2 British members. 

Charge; Planning, preparing, aiding and/or failing to prevent 
the arrest and ill-treatment of several civilian 
residents of Singapore, in consequence whereof the said 
persons suffered injuries which caused or contributed to 
their deaths, 

‘ ‘Verdict; Not Guilty: 1. 

Guilty; 4. 

Sentences: Death by hanging: 4. 

Sentences confirmed. 

Cbial of Maj.Gen.' Itzuki Toshio, 12 other munbers of the Japanese Army 
and 3 menbers of the Japanese Navy. 

Date & Place of Trial: 11 - 26 March 1946 at Singapore, the court 
consisting of 1 Indian and 2 British members. 

Charge:(l) Joint : Torture and ill-treatment of civilian residents 
of Car Nicobar in consequence whereof six died, 

(2) Against Itzuki Toshio and Ueda Mytsharu only; Being 
concerned together in the- unjust trial and judgment of 
civilian residents of Car Nicobar, as a result of which 
49 were condemned to death and executed. 

(3) Against Itzuki Toshio and Sakagaiai Shigero only; Being 
concerned together in the unjust trial and judgre nt of 
civilian residents of Car Nicobar, a3 a result of which 
22 wore condemned to death and executed, 

(4) against Itzuki Toshio and oakagani Shigero only: Being 
concerned together in the unjust trial and judgment of 
civilian residents of Car Nicobar as a result of which 
12 were condemned to death and exocuted. 

Verdict: Not Guilty: 1. 

Guilty: 15. 

Sentences: Death by hanging: 5, 

" " Shooting: 1, 

Imprisonment for 15 years: 1, 

" " 12 " 2 , 

" " 10 " 5 , 

ii it ^ it i 

Sentences confirmed, 

Irial of Lt. Col. Sumida Haruzo and 20 others, all of the Japanese “nny. 

Date & Place of Trial: 18th March - 15th -“pril 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: Having contrived the arrest of a number of civilians 

residing in Singapore Island and in particular the arrest 
of 57 civilians at Changi Gaol, and being concerned in the 
ill-treatment of the civilians mentioned, as a result of 
which 15 persons lost their lives. 

Verdidt; Not ^uilty: 7. 

Cuilty: 14. 

Sentences; Death by hanging: 8, 

Imprisonment for life: 3, 

" " 15 years: 1, 

'• " 8 " : 2 . 

Sentences confirmed except in the case of two accused. 






127) Trial of Vic© Admiral Teizo Hara, 6 other members of the Japanese 

J. Navy and 2 members of the Japanese a rmy t 

Date & Place of Trial: 20th March - 3rd ^pril 1946 at Singapore, 

Chargo: Ill-treatment und killing of civilian residents of 

the Andaman Islands, (two charges). 

Verdict* . all guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 6, 

Imprisonment for life: 2, 

" " 3 yenrs: 1. 

Findings and Sentences confirmed against 8 accused on 
1st charge', and not confirmed against the 9th accused. 
Findings on second charge not confirmed, 

128) Trial of Franz Kircher, civilian. 

■Date & Place of Trial: 1-3 ^pril 1946 at Essen West. 

Charge: Being concerned in the ill-treatment and killing of 

three unidentified British airmen* prisoners of vrer. 
Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed. 

129) Trial of Prosper Heyl, civilian. 

Date & Place of Trial: 8th - l6th •“pril 1946 at Celle. 

Charge: (l) Ill-treatment of 4 British officers, PoW, than in 
arrest following their recapture. 

(2) Firing a rifle shot into a barrack room containing 
approximately 25 British officers, PoW, thereby 
endangering their lives. 

Verdict: 1st Charge: Guilty. 

2nd Charge: Not ^uilty. 

Sentence: ■ Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Not Confirmed. Commander, 30 Corps District, 
directs the finding and sentence be quashed, 

9 May 1946. 

130) Trial of Claus Heeschen, civilian. 

Date A Place of Trial: 10th and 13th April 1946 at Hamburg. 
Charge: (l) Ill-treatment of Polish nationals, foreign workers in 
his charge. 

(2) hilling of a Polish national. 

Verdict: Guilty of 1st charge. Not guilty of second charge. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Findings confirmed, but sentence reduced to imprison¬ 
ment for 3 years. 

131) Trial of Nikoi Yananic. 

J. Date & Place of T r ial: 10 - 26th April 1946 at Singapore, before 
a court consisting of 1 Indian and 2 British members, 
Chargo: Ill-treatment of a civilian resident of Port Blair, 

thereby causing the death of the said person. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life. 

Sentence confirmed. 

132) Trial of W. ldemar Jureck, a German National, 

Date A Place of Trial: 15th -“pril 1946 at Hamburg before a oourt 
consisting of 1 Polish and 2 British members. 

Charge: Ill-treatment and killing of Polish nationals. 

(4 charges). 

Verdict: Guilty on 3 charges. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 12 years. 

Sentence confirmed. 
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133) Trial of Ichiji Furukawa. and Keichi Matsushita, of the Japaneso Navy, 
• T . Date & Place of -rials 13th - 22nd 4 *pril 1^4 6 at Singapore. 

Charge: Ill-treatment and killing of a civilian inhabitant of 

Port Blair, 

Verdict; Both guilty with the exception of the words "ill-treat¬ 
ment and 

Sentences: Furukawa, l^eath by hanging, 

Matsushita, Death by shooting with a recommendation to 
mercy on the grounds that the accused was under duress 
at the time of the killing. 

Finding confirmed, but sentences commuted to; 

Furuicawa, Imprisonment for life, 

Matsushita, " " 15 years, 

134) Trial of Kasaburo Ito and Ysano Onoki, of the Imperial Japanese Army. 
J, Date & Place of Trial; 16 - 18 April, 1946 at Alor Star, 

Charge; Ill-treatment of a civilian inhabitant of Padang 

Masirat, in consequence of which the said person died. 

Verdict: Both found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2, 

Sentences confirmed, 

135) Trial of Riyosuke Awakuni and Haruo Yamoguohi, of the Japanese Navy, 
J. Date & Place of Trial: 16 - 25th April 1946 at Singapore before a 

court consisting of 1 Indian and 2 British members. 
Charge: Torture and ill-treatment of civilian residents of Port 

Blair in consequence whereof the said persons died. 
Verdict: Both found guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging: 2, 

Sentences confirmed, 

136) Trial of Johann Volschow, civilian. 

Date & Place of-Trial: 17th April 1946 at Hamburg, 

Charge; Ill-treatment of Polish nationals (3 charges.) 

Verdict: Guilty on 2 charges, not guilty on 3rd charge. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Sentence confirmed. 

137) Trial of Guilio Giulietti and Bruno Franconi, Italian nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 17th - 18th April 1946 at Milan, 

Charges; (l)Against both: Killing of an unknown escaped Indian PoW, 
( 2 ) Against 1st accused only; Killing of an unknown " . 
escaped British PoW, 

Verdict: 1st Charge: Not Cuilty, 2, 

2nd Ch:rge: Giulietti, C^ity, 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Sentence confirmed, 

138) Trial of Siegfried Marker and Heinrich Hautau, Gerirnn nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial:. 19th April 1946 at Hanover. 

Charge: Being concerned in the ill-treatment and killing of 

British and Allied prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Merker: Guilty (special finding) 

Hautau, Not Cuilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 months. 

Sentence confirmed. 

\ 









I 


139)Trial of Hirio Nagacsa and 7 ->th^r lumbers of the Japanese loroes. 
J. Dato & Place ‘of Trial: 22nd xxpril - 7th May 194.6 at Singapore. 
Chaise: Ill-treatment of civilian residents of Port Blair 

ns a result of whicn one person died, 

Verdiot: Not guilty; 1. 

Guilty on 1 or mo^u charges; 7. 

Sentences: Death by hanging. 5. 

imprisonment for 1 :; years: 2 . 

Sentences confirmed. 


140) 

J. 


Trial of ranekichi Komaba, civilian. 

Date & Place cf Trial: 24th - 2bth npril 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge; Beating, torture and ill-treatment of civilian 

residents’ of Port Blair, as a result of which one 
person died. (2 charges).' 

Verdict: Guilty of both charges. 

Sentences 1st Charge: Imprisonment for life, 

2nd Charge: " " 5 years, 

sentences to run concurrently. 

Findings and. sentence confirmed. 


141) Trial of Ferdinand Brandi, £r. ^rtur Hocevar and Michael Steiner, 

all German nationals'. 

Date & Place of Trial: 29th ..pril 1946 at Leoben. 

Charge: Ill-treatment cf British PoW while the accused were 

members of the staff of Canp 180 G/W attached to 
Stalag XVIIIA and responsible far the well-being of 
of persons interned there. 

Verdict: ..11 guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 15 years; 1, 


Sentences confirmed. 


¥ 


142) Trial of Sgt.Maj. Taira Yoshikawa, of the Japanese army. 

J, Date & Place 'of Trial: 29th April - 2nd May 194.6 at Singapore 
Charge: Ill-treatment of British, Australian and Dutch PoTT 

interned at Kranji PoW Camp, Singapore, while the 
accused wa .3 in charge of the said camp, as the result 
of which several prisoners of war died. 

Verdict: Guilty with exceptions. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 4 years. 

Sentence confirmed. 


143) Trial of Lt.Col. Keichi Chu-&a Abe and 3 others. 

J. Dute & Place of Trial: 29th April - 4th May 1946 at Labuan. 
Charge: Being concerned in the killing of 5 civilian 

ihhabitants of British Borneo. 

Verdict: Not Guilty: 2. 

Guilty: 2. 

Sentences: Death by hangingi 2. 

Sentences confirmed. 



Trial of Susuni Yoshida. 

Date & Place of Trial: 30th April and 1st May 1946 at Singapore 
before a court consisting of 1 Indian and 2 British 


Charge: 


Verdict: 

Sentence: 


members. 

Being concerned in the ill-treatnent of a civilian 
resident of Port Bluir, therebyoausing the death of 
the said person. 

Guilty. 

Imprisonment for life. 

Sentence confirmed. 
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145) Trial of Mnmnru Nagryasu of tin. Japanese .»rny. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 1-2 May 1946 ut Ipoh. 

Charge: Being concerned in the killing of a civilian 

resident of Malaya. 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed. 

146) Trial of Yoshinobu Takayanani. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 3rd May 1946 at Singapore before a court 
consisting of 1 Indian and 2 British members. 

Charge: Being concerned in the ill-treatment of a civilian 

resident of Port Blair. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed. 

147) Trial of Bt. Takasaki Shinji and Korean Guard Kaneshiro Takeshi* 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 3-6 May 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: Ill-treatment and killing of British prisoners of 

war. ( 7 charges). 

Verdict: Both guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging: 2. 

Sentences confirmed. 

1JJ3) Trial of Jacob Luhrs, Paul Bohmand Ida Reik, civilians. 

Date & Place* of Trial; 6th May 1946 at Hamburg, 

Charge; Ill-treatment of Polish nationals. 

Verdict: Luhrs, Not Guilty. 

Eohm and Reik, Guilty.’ (special finding). 

Sentences: Bohm, imprisonment for 12 months. 

Reik, " " 8 " 

Sentences confirmed. 

149) Trial of Chuuji Nukano, of the Japanese Navy. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 6-8 May 1946 at Singapore, before a court 
consisting of 1 Indian and 2 British members. 

Charge: Beating, ill-treatment and torture of a civilian 

resident of Port Blair, as a consequence whereof the 
said person died. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed, 

150) Trial of Hiroshi Marjo, civilian. 

J. Bate & Place of Trial: 7-8 May 1946 at Labuan. 

Charge : Being concerned in the killing of a civilian resident 

of Lutong, Sarawak. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentenoe: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed by Commander allied Land Forees, SBA on 25th 
July 1946, Pica in bar of trial was not proved and 

sentence was commuted to 10 years imprisonment, 

\ 

151) Trial of Masuo Tagawa and 3 others, civilians. 

J. Date & place of Trial: 7-8 May 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: Beating, torture and ill-treatment of civilian 

residents of Port Ela^ in consequence whereof one 
person died. 

Verdict; All found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for life, 1, 

" " 10 years, 2. 

" 8 " 1 , 

Sentences confirmed. 










152) Trial of Lt, Hirchi Orino and L/bpl. Manjiro Nagnytuna. 

J, Date & Place of Trial; 10th - 15th May 1946, at Singapore. 

Charge: While menbers of the staff of the Normanton Po’,7 

* camp, Singapore, being responsible for the well¬ 

being of the persons interned there, were 
concerned in the ill-treatment of British prisoners 
of war, resulting in the deaths of many of the said 
prisoners. 

Verdict: Both Guilty. Oriino - substitute "contributing to 

• the death*!" in place of "resulting in the deaths". 

Sentences: Orimc, 15 years imprisonment, 

Nagayama, 7 years imprisonment. 

Sentences confirmed, 

153) Trial of Sjt. Ma'tsuda Kenichi. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 10 - 14th May 1946 at East Point Godown, 

• Charge: Ill-treatment of a Chinese civilian, resulting in the 

death of that person while under arrest at Waichow, 
China, 

Verdict: Guilty except to omit the words "resulting in the 

death ,.," 

Sentence; Imprisonment far 8 years. 

Sentence confirmed, 

154) Trial of Adolf Wolfert and 3 others, all German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 1J - 17 May 1946 at Bad Lippspringe. 

Charge: Being concerned in the killing of a British R'isoner 

• of 'war. 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 3. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2, 

Imprisonment for 10 years, 1, 

Cases of 77olfert and Hartleb confirmed. 
Non-confirmation of finding promulgated in the case 
of Kress, 18 September 1946, 

155) Trial of -ALfonz Metz, German National, 

Date & Place of Trial; 15 th May 1946 at Hanover. 

Charge: Being concerned in the killing of two British officers, 

prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence; Death by shooting. 

bindings confirmed, but sentence commuted to one of 
imprisonment for 10 years. 

156) Trial of Lt. Sugihara Akira and Mikami Yoshihara a civilian inter- 

J, preter in the employ of the Japanese forces. 

Date & Place of l’jrial: 15 - 18 May, 194h at Singapore. 

Charge: Being together concerned in the ill-tr6atmont of 

civilian residents of Port Blair anu causing ptyslcal 
suffering to other persons. 

Verdict: Both found guilty, with exceptions. 

Sentences: Sugihara, Imprisonment for life. 

Mikami, " " 7 years. 

Sentences confirmed. 

157) Trial of Takeharu Kojima, a Japanose civilian, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 15 - 18 May 1946 at Singapore, 

Charge: Beating, torture and ill-treatment of civilian 

residents of Port Blair, as a result of which said 
persons died, \l charges). 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed. 










158) Trial of Karl Heinrich Pedduhaaij a German national. 

Date A Place of drial: 16 i«ay 19- 6 at Celle before a court 
consisting of 1 Polish and 4 British officers. 

• Charge: Committing a v/ar crime in that ho at Waldelust and 

elsewhere between august 1944 and ^pril 1945, when 
a member of a Concentration Camp Staff, in violation 
of the laws and usages of war, ws concerned in the 
i1i-treatment.and killing of Allied nationals 
interned in such Concentration Camps. 

Verdictj Guilty. 

Sentence:, Death by hanging,- 
, Sentence confirmed. 

159) Trial of Gertrud Heize, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 16 iiay 1946 at Celle before a court 
consisting of 1 Polish and 4 British members. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that she at Auschwitz and 

other places between July 1943 and December 1944, when 
a member of the concentration camp staff, in violation 
■ of the laws and usages of -war, was concerned in the 
ill-treatment of Allied nationals interned in such 
concentration camps. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment fur 15 years. 

Sentence confirmed. 

160) Trial of Walter Friedrich ’.Vilhelm Quakernack, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 16 May 1946 at Celle before a court 
consisting of 1 Polish and 4 British members. 

Charge; Committing a war crime in that ho at Hancmag and 

elsewhere "bety/eon August 1944 and April 1945, when a 
member of a concentration camp staff, in violation 
of the laws and usages of v/ar, was concerned in the 
ill-treatment and killing of Allied nationals 
interned in such concentration oamps. 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by judicial hanging, 

Santenco confirmed. 

161) Trial of Marta Linke, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 16 May 1946 at Celle. 

Char£;e: Committing a war crime in that she at Belaon between 

December 1944 and April 1945 when a member of the 
concentration coup 3taff, in violation of the laws 
and usages, of war, v/as concerned in the ill-treatment 
of Allied nationals interned therein. 

Verdiot; Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 12 years. 

Findings cunfii’i' d but sentence commuted to one of 
imprisonment for 7 years. ; 

162) Trial of Heinz Luder Heidemann, a German national. 

Date & °lace 'of. Trial: 16 May 1946 at Celle, before a court 
consisting of 1 Polish and 4 British members. 

Charge; Committing a war crime in that he at Belsen between 

November 1944 and April 1945 when a meniber of the 
Concentration Comp staff, in violation of the laws 
and usages of war, was concerned in the ill-treatment 
and killing of Allied nationals interned in the said 
camp, 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by judicial hanging. 

Sentence conf' i . 









16}) Trial of Theodor 'Vagner, German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 16 May 1946 at Cello-before a court 
. • consisting of 1 Polish and 4 British officers. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that ho at Belsen and 

elsewhere between January 1945 and April 1945, when 
a member of the concentration camp staff, in viola¬ 
tion of the laws and usages of war, was concerned in 
the ill-treatment and killing of Allied nationals 
. interned therein. 

Verdict: Guilty with the exception that the accused is a 

Roumanian national. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 20 years. 

Not confirmed. 

164) Trial .of Karl Schmidt, a German national. 

Date & place of Trial: 16 fey 1946 at C e lle, before a oourt 
consisting of 1 Polish and 4 British members. 

Charge; Committing a war crime in that he at Belsen, 

between February 19451 and April 1945, when a member 
of a concentration camp staff, in violation of the 
laws and usages of war, was concerned in the ill- 
treatment and killing of Allied nationals interned 
therein. 

Verdict: Guilty with the exception of the killing. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 15 years. 

Sentence confirmed, 

165) Trial »f Anneliese Kohlmann, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 16th May 1946 at Hamburg before a court 
consisting of 1 Polish and 4 British members. 

Charge: Committing a wax- crime in that she at Hamburg and 

other places between June 1944 and Maroh 1945, when 
a member of a Concentration Camp Staff, in violation 
of the lav/s and usages of war, was concerned in the 
ill-treatment of Allied nationals interned in such 
, concentration camps. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Sentence confirmed, 

166) Trial «f Beckenbauer, Picht, Roller, Heidrich, Ziegler and Schievelbusch, 

German civilians employees of the Ruichswerke Mines, 
Brunswick. 

Date & Place of Trial; 20th May 1946 at Brunswick. 

Chargoa: Empbying British prisoners of war on unhealthy and 

dangerous work, thereby causing the death of gne and 
injuries to other British prisoners of war, and 
assault of British and Allied prisoners of war. 

(3 charges. ) 

Verdict: All accused, not guilty of all charges. 

3,67) Trial of Major Totaro Mizutani, of the Japanese arirjy. 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 20th May - bth June 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge:(l) Committing a war crime...when engaged in the adminis¬ 
tration of British, American, Australian and Dutch PoV 
employed in the construction of the Burma-Siam railway, 
was concerned in the inhumane treatment resulting in 
the death of hundrod3 of the said prisoners of war, 
and physical suffering by many others. 

(2) Ill-treatment of a Burmese civilian inhabitant of 
occupied territory, 

( 3 ) Killing of a British PoV/ interned at Tamuang PcW camp. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed. 










168) Trial of Toraki Heda of the Imperial Japanese Forces. 

J, Date & Place of Trial; 2C - 23 May 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a civilian inhabitant of Port 

Blair, as a result of which the said person died. 

• Verdict; N 0 t Guilty. 

169) Trial of Capty Matsu? Kobayashi and Interpreter Masao Fu.jita, both 

J ■ of the Japanese A nay, 

Date & Place of Trial: 2u - 23 May 1946 at Singapore before a 
court consisting of 1 Indian find 2 British members. 

Charge: Being concerned, together and severally, in tho ill- 

troatment of‘civilian residents of Nancowry. (3 charges). 

Verdict: Guilty, 2. 

Sentences: Kobayashi, Imprisonment for 4 years, 

Fujita, " "3 ". 

, • Findings confirmed and 3 months emitted from each 

sentence. 


170) Trial of Sgt.Maj. Toyo.-ji Tcuji of the Japanese Army, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 20 - 24 May 1946 at Labuan. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of civilian residents of Borneo, which 

resulted j n the death of one person. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death _> 

Sentence confirmed,-. 

171) Trial of Chief Petty Officer Mitsuyoshi Miora and 2 others of the 

J. Imperial Japanese Navy. 

Date & place of T r ial: 22 - 24 May 1946 at Singapore, 

Charge: Ill-treatment of civilian inhabitant^ of Port Blair, 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentences: Death oy hanging, 3» 

Se n te nc e s c o nf .irinod. 

172) Trial of W/C. Noboru Goda of the Japanese. Navy. 

J. Date & Place of Tri.ol: 23-24 May 1946 at Singapore before a oourt 

consisting of 1 Indian and 2 British members. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of civilian inhabitants of Port Blair, 

thereby causing the death of one person. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed, 

173) Trial of Eunshiro Taniguchi and 2 others of the Japanese Navy, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 24 -'28 May 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of civilian residents pf Port Blair, 

thereby causing the death of 5 persons. 

Verdict: All guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hapg-‘r x , 2, 

Imprisonment for 15 years, 1, 

Sentences confirmed. 


174 ) 

J. 


Trial of Takoaki Twnjci.i civilian, 

Date & Place of I’rifu.: 27 May 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: Taking part in the be ating,t rrt ure and ill-treatment 

of a civilian resident of '^ort Blair, in consequenoe 
whored P-.j nerson died. 

Verdict: Guilt;/, with o:cc-ptions. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Findings confirmed but 7 months' imprisonment remitted 
frqin sontcnco. 
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175) Trial of Lt,Minoru Haahimoto and Cpl.Gadao Kurosawa of the 


J. 


Imperial Japanese Army. 

Date & Place of Trial: 27-31 May 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge; Being concerned in the killing of civilian 
residents of Fort Blair. (2 charges)..* 

Verdict: Both found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2. 

Sentences confirmed, 

176) Trial of Theodor Fischer, German national. 

Fate & Place of Trial: 28 - 31 May 1946 at Dusseldorf. 

Charge; Ill-treatment and killing of a Polish airman, a 
PoW serving under the orders of the RAF. 

Verdict; Guilty, except of killing. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 8 years. 

Sentence confirmed, 

177) Trial nf Ren ji Tanaka, Harumi Nakayama and Takeo Fujie, all tf the 

J. Impei’ial Japanese Navy, 

Date & Place of Trial; 30 - 31 May 1946 at Singapore before a 
court consisting of 1 Indian and 2 British members* 
Charge: Ill-treatment of a civilian resident of Fort felair, 

as a result of .ihich the said person died. 

Verdict: All guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging, 3. 

Sentences confirmed. 


178) Trial of 2nd Lt. Tsugio Kuwahata and ^gt.Maj. Isao Murakami, both 

of the Japanese ICempai Tai, 

Date & Place of Trial; 30-31 May and 5 *lune 1946 at Singapore. 


J. 


Charge; 


Verdict; 

Sentences: 


Being concerned in the unlawful killings of two 
members of. the United States Army Air Force, 
prisoners of war. 

Both found guilty. 

Imprisonment for one year, 2. 

Sentences confirmed. 


179) Trial qf 3gt, Zenji llanada and 3 others of the Japanese Gendarmerie, 
J. Date & Place of Trial; 30 - 31 May and 1-11 June 1946 at 

Hong Kong, 

Charge: II 1-treatment of 7 civilians who were under arrest 

at the G enc ] a rmeriu headquarters. 

Verdict: Not guiltv* 1. 

Guilty: 3. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 0 years, 1. 

" " 6 " 1 . 

" " 3 " l. 

Sentences confirmed, 

180) Trial of Franz Kotulan a German na+.-i ond . 

Date cjc place of Trial: 31 May 1946 at L-’ibuitz. 

Charge; Killing of a member of the New Zealand Expeditionary 
Force, a pnW. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Sentence conf•> r-ned. 


181) Trial of Wilhelm Schnarrc, a. civil n. 

Date & Place of T r ral: 3rd June 1?'|6 at Bochum. 

Charge: Being concerned in the il 1 Lreatraent of an uniden¬ 

tified British airman, PoW, believed to be Austialian, 
Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentences Imprisonment for 1 year. 

Sentence confirmed* 
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182) Trial of Suofusa Sakamoto of the Japanese Navy, 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 3rd June 1946 at Singapore before a -court 

consisting of 1 Indian and 2 British members. 

Charges Being concerned in the killing of a civilian 
resident of Port Blair, 

Verdict; Not ^uilty, 

183) Trial of W/o Iwao Mizukami uf the Japanese Navy. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 3-5 Juno 1946 at Sij^apure, 

Charge; Ill-treatment of Indian civilian residents of Port 

Blair, causing the death of one person and physical 
suffering to 3 others. 

Verdiot; Not ^uilty. 

184) Trial of Noboru Kuboki, civilian attd. to the Japanese Navy, 

J, Dote & Place of Trial; 5th - 6th June 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge; Ill-treatment of 4 Indian civilian residents of Port 
Blair, causing the death of said persons, 

Verdiot; Guilty, 

Sentences Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed. 

Trial of Yasue Osada, Akio Sugimoto and Masa Aki Nagata, civilians 
attached to the Imperial Japanese .»irny, 

Date & Place of Trial; 5-7 and 27 and 29 June 1946 at Singapore. 
Charge: Ill-treatment of 2 civilian residents of Port Blair, 

resulting in the death of the said persons. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 4 years, 2. 

" " 3 " 1, 

Sentences confirmed, 

186) Trial of Lt. Mitsuki Hirakawa, Lt. Masao Egami and Superior Petty 
J, Officer Hisataro ^hindo, of the Japanese Navy, 

Date & Place of T r ial: 6 - 14 June 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: (l) Being concerned in the maltreatment of Mr. Bird, a 
civilian resident of "’ort, Blair. 

(2) Being concerned in the unlawful killing of Mr. Bird, 
a civilian resident of Port Blair, 

Verdict: 1 st Charge ; Hirakawa Guilty, Egami and Shindo not 

guilty. 

2nd Charge ; Hirakawa and Egami Guilty, Shindo not 
guilty. 

Sentences; Hirakawa and Egami, Imprisonment for 10 years. 
Sentences confirmed. 

Trial of Major Setsuo Mabuchi, Major Kinji Nakamura and Capt. Hitoshi 
Wakamatsu of the Japanese Army Medical Corps and Capt. 
Shigehiro Hisakawa of the Japanese Kempei Tai. 

Date & Place of Trial: 7-12 June m6 nt Si ngaporc . 

Charge: Being concerned in the unlawful killing of an American 

PoW, name unknown, who had been admitted to uhoion 
Military Hospital suffering from burns and other 
injuries. 

Verdict; All found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 4* 

Findings confirmed but sentences on Mabuchi and 
Wrkcjnatsu commuted t* imprisonment for life. 


187) 

J. 


185) 

J. 








- 13 ' 


* 

€ 


9 


188) 

J. 


Trial of Capt. Jugi Tarumoto of the Japanese Arr.gr. 

Date & Place of Trial: 11 - 13 June 1948 at Singapore before a 
court consisting of 1 Indian and 2 british members. 
Charget Committing a w/a crir/ie in that he in Siam between 


the 1st ■‘•ugust 1942 and 31st December 1943, when 
member of the 9th Engineer Regiment engaged in the 
construction of the Burma-Siam Railway, in violation 


of the lav/s and usages of war was concerned in the 
inhumane treatment of British, Australian and -4itoh 


PoVI employed in the construction csf the said railway 


resulting in the deaths of .some and physical suffering 
of others of the said prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, excluding "Australian and Dutch" and "deaths 

pf some and" and "of others". 


Sentence: Imprisonment for life. 

Sentence confirmed. 


189) Trial of Joseph Axt and Johann Weber, German nationals, 

Hate & Place of ^-'rial: 11-13 June 1946 at Ieerlohn. 

Charge: Being concerned in the killing of a prisoner of war, 

a member of the Royal Air Force. 

Verdict: Both found Guilty. 

Sentences: ioct to suffer death by shooting. 

Weber, imprisonment for 20 years. 

Sentences confirmed. 

190) Trial tf E r ich Hugo Schulz and Albei't Runkel, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 11 June 1946 (for 1st accused) and 26th 
June 1946 (for 2nd accused) at Hamburg. 

<5harges:(l) (against 1st accused only) Committing a war crime in 
that, he at Neugraben/'fief 3 1ak und elsewhere in the 
years 19’*4 and 1%5, when a member of a concentration 
camp staff, in violation of the lav/s and usages of war, 
was cQncerned in the ill-treatment of Allied nationals 
interned in such concentration camp. 

(?) (against 2nd accused only) Committing a war crime in 
that he at Neugraben/Tiefatak and elsewhere in the 
years 1944 and 1945, when a member of a concentration 
cairp staff, in violation of the laws and usages of war 
was concerned in the ill-treatment of Allied nationals 
interned in such concentration camp. 

Verdict:- Both accused guilty. 

Sentences: Schulz - Imprisonment fer 1 year. 

Runkel - Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Sentences confirmed. 


191) Trial of Gertrud Schulz and Gustav Rosoli, both German nationals. 

Date & Place of 'trial: 13-14 June 1946 (for 1st accused), 18 th 
June 1946 (fflr 2nd accused) at Hamburg. 

Charge:(l) (Against 1st accused only) Committing a war crine in 
that she at Neugrabon/Tiefstak and elsewhere in the 
years 1944 and 1945, when a member of a Concentration 
Comp staff, in violation of the laws and usares of war, 
was concerned in the ill-treatment of Allied nationals 
interned in such concentration pamp. 

(2) (-.gainst 2nd accused only) Committing a war crime in 

that he at Heugraben/Tj,efstak and elsewhere in the 
years 1944 and 1945, when a member of a Concentration 
Camp staff, in violation of the laws and usages of war, 
was concerned in the ill-treatment of Allied nationals 
internod in such concentration camp. 

Both accused, Hot Guilty, 


Verdict: 









192) Trial of Kiyoharu Hagan©, civilian in employ of Japanese ■‘’oroes. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 14 - 18 June 1946 at Singapore. 

Charges (l) Being concerned in the killing of a civilian 
• resident of Port Blair. 

(2) Being concerned in the ill-treatment of a civilian 
resident of Port Biair. 

Verdict: Guilty on both charges. 

Sentence: Death by hanning. 

Sentence confirmed, 

193) Trial of liariu 'Czoroletta and Christel Dibbern, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 14th June 1946 (for 1st accused) and 27th 
June 1946 (for 2nd accused) at Hamburg. 

Charge: (Against 1st accused only) Committing a war crime in 

that she at Neugraben/Tiefstak and elsewhere fn the 
yeara 1944 an< 3 1945; when a menber of a Concentration 
Camp staff, in violation of the laws and usages of 
’war, was concerned in the ill-treatment of Allied 
Nationals interned in such concentration camp, 

(Against 2nd accused only) Committing a War Crime in 
that she at Neugraben/Tiefstak and elsewhere in the 
years 1944 and 1945; when a member of a Concentration 
Camp staff, in violation of the laws and usages of war, 
was concerned in the ill-treatment of Allied nationals 
interned in such concentration canp. 

Verdict: Saaroletta, Not Guilty. 

Dibbern, Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 months. 

Sentence confirmed, 

194) Trial of Heinrich J.G.C.Specht, Heinrich Giemer and 3 others, all 

German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 17 June 1946 at Hamburg, 

Charge: Being concerned in the killing of an unknown British 

airman, PoW, believed to be an Australian Plight- 
Sergeant, 

Verdict: Speeht, ^uilty. 

Siemor, Died during trial. 

The other tliree accused were found not guilty* 

Sentence: Imprisonne nt for 10 years. 

Sentence confirmed, 

»• 

195) Trial of Sgt. Saburo Sasaki, Special Branch of Kempei Tai. 

J* Date & Place of Trial: 17-18 June 1946 at Telok Anson. 

Charges: (l) B eing concerned in the ill-treatment of a civilian 
resident of Ipoh. 

(2) Deing concerned in the ill-treatment of 12 
civilian residents of Malaya, which resulted in the 
deaths of 5 of the said persons, 

(3) Being concerned in the killing of 2 civilian residents 
of Malaya. 

(4) Being oonccrnod in the killing of 2 civilian residents 
of Malaya. 

Verdict: Cuitty on an 1 go*, with exceptions in the caseB 

of the 1st and 2nd charges. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed. 

196) Trial of Joseph Mueller and Georg Heidtman, both German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 17 - 20 June 194b at Hanburg. 

Charges: Committing n war crime in that they at Nougraben/ 

Tiefstak and elsewhere in the years 1944 and 1945, 
when members of a concentration camp staff, in 
violation of the laws and usages of war, wore concerned 
in the ill-treatment of Allied nationals interned in 
such concentration camps, (individual charges). 

Verdict: Both guilty. 

Sentences: Mueller, Imprisonment for 1 year, Heidtman, 2 years. 

Sentences confirmed. 
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197) Trial of Chief Petty Officer I :amn Matsucka, Japanese Navy. 

J. Date & place of Trial: iy - £1 T une 1946 at Singapore 
Charge; Being concerned in the ill-treatment of a 

civilian resident of Port Blair, as a result of 
which the Buid person died. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed. 


198) TVial of Kazimierz Ciogelski, a Polish national. 

Date & Plaoe of Trial: 18 June 1946 at Luneberg. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that he at Bergon/Bolsen 

between January 1944 and April 1945, when a member 
of the concentration camp staff, in violation of the 
laws and usages of wur, was concerned in the ill- 
treatment and killing of Allied Nationals interned 
in the concentration comp. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed. 


199) Trial of Ludwig Knorr, a German national. 

Date & Plaoe of Trial: 19th Juno 1946 at Brunswick. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that he at Stocken and 

Ahlem in the years 1944 and 1945 when a member of 
the concentration camp staff in violation of the 
laws and usages of war was concerned in the killing 
and ill-treatment of Allied nationals interned in 
concentration camps. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging, 

Sentence confirmed, 

200) Trial of Franz Alba, a German national. 

Date <5b Place of Trial; 20th June 1946 at Reoklinghauaen. 

Charge; Killing of two British soldiers, prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Nnt Guilty. 

201) Trial of Sgt, Gonhiro Ishimura of the Japanese Army, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 20 - 25 June 1946 at Singapore before a 

court consisting of 2 Indian members and 1 British 
member. 

Charge: Being concerned in the ill-treatment of 4 civilian 

residents of Singapore, witch ill-treatment 
resulted in the death of one person. 

Verdiot: Guilty, except the words "which ill-treatment 

resulted in the death of W. D. Dally." 

Sentenoe: Imprisonment for 4 years. 

Sentence confirmed, 

202) Trial of Chosaku Anroku, Police '-•fiicial in the employ of the 

J, Imperial Japanese *'orc*«, 

Date & Place of Trial: 20 - 21 June 194.6 at Kampar. 

QhargeB:(l) Being conoeined in the ill-treatment of civilian 

residents of and in Kampar, resulting in the death 
of one person and in physical suffering of others. 

(2) Being concerned in the killing of a civilian 
resident of Khmpor. 

Verdict: Guilty of both charges. 

Sentence: Imprisonment far 15 years, 

Sentence confined. 










203) Trial of Erhardt Hauenstoin and Eva Marie Borowski, both Germans. 

Date & Place of Triul: 21 Juno 1946 (for 1st accused) and 25th 
June 1946 (for 2nd accused) at Hamburg. 

Charge: (Agains t 1st acc use d only ) Committing a war crime in 

that he at Neugraben/i’ief s tak and elsewhere in the 
years 1944 and 1945, when a member of a concentration 
camp staff, in violation of the lows and usages of war 
v/aa concerned in the ill-treatment of allied nationals 
interned in such concentration canp. 

(against 2nd accused only) Committing a war crime in 
that she at ^eugraben/Tiefstak and elsewhere in the 
years 1944 and 1945, when a member of a concentration 
camp staff, in viulatiun of the lav/s and usagos of war, 
was concerned in the ill-treatment of Allied nationals 
interned in such concentration camp. 

Verdict: Both accused, Not Guilty, 

204) Trial of Hans OlfiohawsVi, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 21st June 1946 at Brunswick, 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that he at Stocken and Ahlem 

in the years 1944 and 1945, when a member of the 
concentration camp staff, in violation of the laws and 
usages of war, was concerned in the killing and ill- 
treatment of Allied nationals in concentration camps. 

Verdict: Guilty, except that the accuse^ was not concerned in 

the killing of Allied nationals at Stocken and that he 
was concerned in the killing of only one Allied 
national at Ahlem. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life. 

Sentence confirmed, 

205) T r ial of Sgt.Maj. Kumejiro Ikedu of the Imperial Japanese Army, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 21 - 25 June 1946 at Rangoon, 

Charge; Being concerned, while a menber of the staff of the 
Rangoon Central Gaol, in ill-treatment resulting in 
the deaths of 5 American prisoners of war, in custody 
there. • 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 

206 ) Trial of Lt. Hidinkl Saaaharo and 2 othern of the Japanese Navy, 

Date & Place of Trial: 21 - 25 June 19Ab at Singapore. 

tyiarge: Being concerned in the beating, torture and ill-treatment 

of a civilian resident of Port Blair, in consequence 
whereof the said person died. 

Verdict: All accused, Guilty (with exooptions). 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 2 years, 1, 

It n ^ ^ 

" " 6 months, 1, 

Sentences confirmed, 

207) Trial of Julius Zederkopf and Christian Koopman, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 19th and 24th June 1946 at Hamburg. 

Charges: ComnAtting a war crime in that they at Ifeugraben/ 

Tiefstak ard elsewhere in the years 1944 and 1945, 
when members of a concentration camp staff, in 
violation of the laws and usages of war were 
concerned in the ill-treatment of Allied nationals 
interned in such concentration camp, (individual 
charge 0 ). 

Verdict: Both guilty. 

Sentences: Zederkopf, Imprisonment for 1 year and 6 months, 

Koopman, Imprisonment for 1 year. 

Sentences confirmed. 
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208) Trial of Sgt. Yoshinobu Nishi, a member of Kempeitai, Japanese .urxqy # 
Date A Plaoe of Trial: 24-26 June 1946 at Kuala Btrapur, 

Chargo: That- ho et Singapore, Kuala Lunpur unci Klang, when 


a member of tho Kempeitai, was concerned in the ill- 
treatment of civilians in the custody of the Kempeitai 


which resulted in the death of 2 persons* 


Verdict: Guilty, excluding the name of one dead person, 

•sentence; Death by hanging. 


Sentence confirmed. 


209)Trial of Sgt, Hikoji Okayama, Kempeitai, Japanese Armv. 

J, Date & Place of Triad: 25 - 26 June 1946 at Singapore, 

Charge: That he was concerned in the ill-treatment, including 

beating and torture of civilians arrested at ''hangi 
Gaol, 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentences Imprisonment for 7 years. 

Sentence confirmed, 

§ 210) IVial of Private Hideji Noguchi of the Imperial Japanese "rmy, 

J, Date A Place of Trials 26 - 28 June 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge; That he', in Siam, when Commandant of No,7, Branch 
PoW Camp, Kanburi, Siam, ...was concerned in the 
inhumane treatment of British and Dutch PoW, 
particularly one British PoW, resulting in the 
physical suffering if the 3 aid PoW. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence oonfinned, 

211) Trial of Lt. Nagataro Kokubo, Sgt, Tsunoo Terrokoshi and Korean 

J, • • • • Nobomutsu Takayama, of the Japanese Army, 

Date A Place of T r ial: 28th June - 9th July 1946 at Singapore 
before a oourt consisting of 1 British aid 2 
Indian members. 

Charges: That they, at various prisoner of war campB, ill- 

treated British, Australian and Dutch PoW interned 
therein, resulting in the deaths of sane of the 
said prisoners of war, and bodily suffering to 
others, ( 4 charges against the 3 accused jointly 
and severally.) 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 3. 

Findings and sentences against 1st and 2nd acoused 
Confirmed. 2nd charge, against 3rd accused only % 

Not Confirmed, 

212) Trial of Hertha Suerth and Anita Frank, both German nationals, 

Duto A Piaoe of Trial: 28th and 29th June 1946 at Hamburg. 

Charges: Committing a war crime in that they at Neugraben/ 

Tiefstak and elsewhere in the yearB 1944 and 1945, 
when monbers of a concentration canp staff, in 
violation of the laws and usages of war, were 
concerned in the ill-treatment of allied nationals 
interned in such concentration camps, (Individual 
charges), 

Verdict: Both Guilty, 

Sentences: Suerth, Imprisonment for 1 year 6 months, 

Frank, " " 1 year. 

Sentences confirmed. 
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213) Trial of Stefan Weiss and 5 ether German nationals* 

Date & Place of Trial: 29th Juno 1946 at Bochum. 

Charge: That they were concerned in the ill-treatment and 

. killing of an unknov/n British airman. 

Verdict; Not guilty, 2. 

Guilty, • 4. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1 

Imprisonment for 20 years, 1, 

" " 5 " 2. 

Sentences confirmed, 

214) Trial of Friedrich Wilhelm Kliem, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 1-2 July 1946 at Hamburg. 

Charge: Comnitting a war crime in that he at Neugraben/ 

Tiefstak and elsev/here in the years 1944 and 1945* 
when Commandant of a concentration comp, in viola¬ 
tion of the laws and usages of war, wa3 concerned 
in the ill-treatment and killing of Allied nationals 
interned in such concentration oanp. 

Verdict: Guilty, with the exception of the 'words "and killing". 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 15 years. Confirmed. 

215) Trial of Hartmann Lauterbacher, a German national. ,, 

Bate & Place of Trial: 2nd July 1946 at Hanover, 

Charge; That he, a3 Gauleiter of the Province of Hannover, 
Germany, ordered the killing of Allied Nationals, 
inmates of the prison of Hameln in the said province. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 

216) Triao of W/0 Omura Ifyoshi, Japanese Gendarmerie, 

J. Date & Place of T r jal; 2-4 Jiily 1946 at Hong Kong, 

Charge: That he, as W/0 in charge of the Speoial Branch of 

the Japanese Gendarmerie, Kowloon Headquarters,,., 
was concerned in the ill-treatment and torture of 
several persons under arrest at the said gendarmerie. 

Verdict: Guilty with the exception of 3 names. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 7 years. 

Sentence confirmed, 

217) Trial of Sgt.Maj. Akiichi Toyoda of the Japanese ^rmy, 

J. Date A Place of Trial: 3-8 July 1946 at Singapore. 


Charge: 


Verdict; 

Sentence: 


Being concerned in the ill-treatment of civilian 
residents of Singapore Island, which resulted in 
the deaths of 3 people and in the physical suffering 
of 15 others. 

Guilty, 'with the exception of one name, 

Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed. 


218) Trial of Lt.Col. Sanso -“nami, Gap t. (Dr.) Kuranosuke Shiraada and H 

others, all of the Imperial Japanese Amy, 

Date & Place of Trial; 3rd - 26th July 1946 at Singapore before 
a court consisting of 1 British member, 1 Indian 
member and 1 member of the Royal Netherlands East 
Indies -“rmy. 

Charges; That they as Commandant, Medical Officer and menbers 
of the staff of Prisoners of War Camp Group v^fe 
jointly and severally concerned in the killing of 
Prisoners of War, and in the brutal ill-treatment of 
others which resulted in the deaths of a large number 
and the physical suffering of others, who were in 
their custody both in PoW camps and on a voyage from 
Ambon Island to Java. (7 charges). 

Verdict: A.11 guilty, of on- t ncre charge. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 6, 

Imprisonment for life, 2, 

" " 15 years, 1, 

" " 10 " 3 , 

" " 7 " l. 

Sentences confirmed. 


Verdict: 

Sentences: 
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219) ft*iQl of Capt. Matsutoshi Kamezava and 10 other members of the 
J, Japanese .'army. 

Date & Place of Trial* 5 - 6 July 1946 at Malacca, 


Charge: 


Verdict; 
Sentences: 


That they were together concerned in the killing of 
seven and wounding cf three of a party of 14 
Chinose civilians who had been arrested by the 
Kempeitai at the Chinese Overseas Association Building, 
Malacca that afternoon. 

All found guilty. 

Death by hanging, 2. 

Imprisonment for 10 yeor3, 9, 

Sentences confirmed. 


220) Trial of Sgt. Kiyoji Iida of the Japanese ^rmy. 

J. '• Date & Place of Trial: 6-9 July 1946 at Singapore, 

•fharge; Ill-treatment of civilian residents of Port Blair, 
resulting in the death of two persons and in the 
physical suffering of others. 

Verdict: Guilty, excepting the charge that the ill-treatment 

resulted in the death of the two persons named, 
Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Sentence confirmed, 

221) Trial of Walter Bursteddo, a German national. 

Date & Flace of Trial: 8-9 July 1946 at Bochun. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of an unknown British airman. 

Verdict: Not ^uilty. 

222) Trial of Capt. Kcnsei Harada of the Japanese Arny, 

J, Date & Place of Trial; 8-11 July 1946 at Singapore before a 

court consisting of 1 Indian and 2 British members. 
Charge:(l) Being concerned in the issue of unlawful orders to 
kill two civilian residents of British Borneo, 

(2) Being concerned in the killing of four civilian 
residents of British Borneo, 

(3) Being concerned in the killing of two civilian 
residents of British Borneo, 

. Verdiot: Guilty on all charges. 

Sentence; Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed, 

223) TWal of Sgt, Kaname Kawamoto of the Japanese Gendarmerie, 

J, Date ,& Place of T r ial: 9-10 July 1946 at Hong Kong. 

Charge: (l) Being concerned in the ill-treatment of a British 
PoW in custody at Shamshuipo Police Ration, 
resulting in the death of the said Poff, 

(L) Ill-treatment of two civilians in custody at the 
Eastern Gendarmerie headquarters. 

Verdict: Guilty of both oharge3. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed and executed, 

224) Trial of Kiyoyoshi Takamine a civilian in the employ of the Amy, 

J, Date & place of Trial: 11 - 12 July 1946 at Kuala Lumpur. 

Charge: Being concerned in the ill-treatment of civilian 

residents of Malaya, resulting in physical suffering. 
Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: ’ Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Sentence confirmed. 
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225) T*ial of Capt. Koijiro Daimon and Sgt. Juinichi Noro of the 

J* Imperial Japanese -“my. 

Date & Place or Inal: 11-1/ July 1946 at Singapore, 

Charges:(l) (against both acoused) That they were together 
concerned in the ill-treatment of British Po^fl, 
resulting in the deaths of 4 and the physioal 
suffering of many others of the said Polls. 

( 2 ) (./.gainst second accused only) Ihat he was concerned 
in the ill-troatnent of British and -“ustralian Potls. 

Verdict: 1st Charge: Both guilty, excepting the oharge that 

the ill-treatment resulted in the death of the four 
prisoners of war. 

2nd Charge: Guilty, 

Sentences: Daimon, Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Noro, " " 15 " 

Sentences confirmed. \ 

226 ) Trial of Colonel Ehrieo Bacoi of t he Italian Array, 

Date & Place of Trial: 15 July 1946 at Ancona. 

Charge: That when Commandant of Camp PG 59, Scrviliano, Italy, 

he was concerned in the ill-treatnent of British and 
other allied prisoners of war interned in the said carp, 
and in the deaths of two British Poiff. 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 

227) Trial of Sgt.Maj, Nobuo Shima of the Imperial Japanese /xny, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 15 th July 1946 at Bentong. 

Charge: Being concerned in the killing of a Chinese resident 

of Malaya. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed. 

228) Ttial of 2nd Lt, Kiyozi Shimizu and 7 others of the Japanese Amy. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 15 - 29 th July 1946 at Singapore before a 

court consisting of one Indian and two British menfcers. 

Charge: 'Ihat they were jointly concerned in the ill-treatment 

cf inhabitants of iicntanani Island no or British Borneo, 
which ill-treatment included the forcible removal of 
about 60 of the inhabitants from the Island, and beating 
and torturing them, resulting in the deaths of many of 
them, and that they were severally concerned in the ill- 
treatment and killing of oivilian inhabitants, including 
women and children, of Mentapani Islasd and of British 
Borneo, and in the issuing of unlawful orders to kill 
civilians. (7 charges). 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 3. 

Guilty on one or more charges, 5» 

Bentenoes: Death by hanging: 2, 

Imprisonment for life, 1, 

" " 15 years, 1, 

" " 6 ” , 1 . 

Sentences confirmed, 

229) Trial of O.C.P.D. Sadao Chima, in the employ of the Japanese ■'•rny. 

Date & Place of Trial; l6th July 1946 at Bentong. 

Charge: Being concerned in the killing of about 17 Chinese 

civilian residents of Malaya *ho had been in oustody 
at Bentong Police Station. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Findings confirmed, but sentence commuted to one of 
Imprisonment for life. 
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230) Trial of Fbrdinand Grosso, a German national. 

Date & Place of Huai: 16 - 19 July 1946 at Brusnwick. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that he at Hannover and 

eiaewnere in the years 1944 and 1945, when a Kapo 
in a concentration camp, in violation of the laws 
and usages of war, was concerned in the killing and 
ill-treatment of Allied nationals in such concentration 
camps. 

Verdict: Cuilty. 

. Sentence: Death by shooting. 

Sentence confirmed. 

231) Trial of Guiseppe Re, an Italian National, 

Date & Place of Trial: 17 July 1946 at ^ncona, 

• Charge: That he shot and .wounded a British prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentenoe: Imprisonment for 2 months. 

Sentence confirmed. 


, 232) Hial of Kapitanleutnant Phrenrioh Stover, of thu G^nnan navy. 

Date & Place of Trial: 17 - 18 July 1946 at Hamburg, 

Charge; Committing a war crime in that he in the Atlantic 
Ocean off Portugal, on or about 2 Juno 1945 when 
commander of U-Boat U.1277, after the German Contnand 
had surrendered all naval ships to the Allied Foroes, 
in violation of the laws-and usuges of war, scuttled 
U-Boat 1277. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Sentence confirmed. 


» 


233) Trial of Polioe Inspector Yoriyuki Sase, 

J, Date a Place of Trial: 17 - 19 July 1946 at Singapore. 

Charges: That while he v/as in the service cf the Occupying Power, 

he was concerned in the ill-treatment of civilian 
residents of British Borneo, which ill-treatment 
resulted in the death of the said persons, (2 charges). 
Verdict: Guilty on both charges. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed, 

234) Hial of Sgt.Maj, Yamada Kiiohiro and Sgt. Awa Isao, of the Kempeitai, 
J. Bate & Place of Trial: 17-22 July 1946 at Hong Kong. 

Charge: Being parties to the maltreatment of oivilian residents 

* of New Territories, Hong Kong, causing the death of 3 

persons and physical suffering to others. 

Verdict: Awa Isao, Not Guilty* 

Yamada Kiiohiro, Guilty. (Special Finding). 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed. 


235) Trial of Sgt. Maj. Hideo Tanaka of the Imperial Japanese Arny. 

J, Date & Plaoo of Trial; 18 July 1946 at Raub, Pahang. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of civilian residents of Malaya, resulting 

in the death of 2 persons. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentenoe: Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed. 
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236) Trial of Sgt, Maj. Horukiohi Shinojo of the Inperial Japanese **rmy. 

Date & Flace of ,J -’rialj 18 and 19 July 1946 at Singapore, 

Charge: Ill-treatment of British prisoners of yjnr, causing 

physical suffering to the said Poffis (2 charges)* 

Verdict: Guilty of both charges. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 4- years. 

Finding on 1st charge confirmed. Finding on 2nd charge 
not confirmed, 3 years imprisonment remitted. 


237) Trial of Josef Egert and two other German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 19 - 22 July 194.6 at Recklinghausen, 
Charge; Being concerned in the ill-treatment of an unknown 
British airman, believed to be Canadian, a PoW. 
Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 10 years, 1, 

" » 6 " , l, * 

" • " l ■ , l. 

Sentences confirmed,’ 


2}d) Trial of C.T.O. Yuekuchi .imari and 4- others of the Japanese Navy, 

J, Date * place of Trial: 23 - 30th July and 1 August 194-6 at 

Singapore. 

Charge; That they were together concerned in killing two 
Malay policemen whose names are unknown. 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 1. 

Guilty, 4, the court members concurring with the 
President that there be a recommendation to Mercy, 
Sentences: Death by hanging, 4. 

Sentences commuted in each case to one of imprisonment 
for 15 years. 


239) Trial of Unterscharfurher Johann Frahm, Oberscharfurher Ewald Jauch 

and Unterscharfuhrer Wilhelm Brake, all German nationals. 
Date & Place of Trial: 24 - 31 July 1946 at Hamburg, 

* Charges:(l) Committing a war orime in that they at Hamburg in or 
about the month of April 1945» in violation of the 
. laws and usages of war, were concerned in the killing 
of a number of Allied nationals. 

(2) (Against Brake alone) Committing a war crime in that 
he at Neuengarame and elsewhere between January 1945 
and April 1945 in violation of the laws and usages of 
war Whon a member of a concentration camp staff nas 
concerned in the ill-treatment of Allied nationals. 
Verdict: Frahm and Jauch guilty of joint charge, Brake not 

guilty. Brake guilty of separate charge. 

Sentences: Frahm and Jauch, Death by hanging. 

Broke, imprisonment for 5 years, 

. Sentences confirmed. 

24D) Trial of Peter Hubner and Johann Michael Killan, German nationals. 

Date & place of Trial: 25 - 27 July 1946 at Essen. 

Charge:, Ill-treatment of a member of the Royal New Zealand 
Air Force. 

Verdict:. Guilty. 

Sentences: Hubner, imprisonment for 5 years, 

Kilian, " " 10 » 

Sentences confirmed. 

241) Trial of Sgt. Shigoru Mutounobu of the Japanese Gendarmerie, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 25 July 1946 at Jardine Matheson's East 

Point Godown. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of civilian residents of Hong Kong, 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 8 years. 

Sentence confirmed. 
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242) IVifxl of Otto Schulz, a German national, 

Date & Place of Trial: 30 - 31 July 1946 at L u Look, 

Ohar^us xhat he at Pannerdon, Holland, ill-treated an 
• unknown Canadian airman prisonor of war. 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 

243) Trial of Major Kichizo Yotori and two other members of the ...rny. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 30 July - 7 August 1946 at Singapore 

before a court consisting of 1 Indian and 2 British 

members. 

Charge: That thev were together concerned in the killing of 

a native of Java, named pak Taroeng, 

Verdict: All guilty. 

Sentences: Accused 1 and 2, Death by hanging. 

Accused 3, Heath by hanging and confiscation of any 
estates, properties, monies, valuables held in the 
name of Koraoi Yoshihiro, or on his behalf in Japan 
or any other country. The proceeds to go to the 
, maintenance cf the dependants of Pak Taroeng# 

Confirmed, but direction as to Aispoaal cf the 
0 confiscated property set aside by Comd,Singapore 

• Distriot, 

244) Trial of Colonel Teodorico Citerni of the Italian Arqy. 

I4te & Place of Trial: 1-3 i4 ugu3t 1946 at N 0 ,3. Trans, Camp, 
Italy, 

Charge: Ill-treatmant of prisoners of war. 

Verdict; Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for one day. 

Sentence confirmed, 

245) Trial of Elizabeth Schrandt and 5 other German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 1-8 August 1946 at Walsum, 

Charge: Ill-treatment of an unknown allied airman, a PoW, 

Verdict; Not Guilty, 3. 

Guilty, 3. 

Sentences: • Imprisonment for 2 years, 2, 

" H 1 year, 1, 

Sentences confirmed, 

W 246) Trial of Korean Guard Iwayo Takaminc. 

J* Date & Place of Trial; 2-3 august 1946 at Singapore, 

Charges: Ill-treatment of prisoners of v«r at different 

PoW camps. (3 charges). 

Verdict: Guilty of each charge. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 9 years, 

. Sentence confirmed, 

247) Tried, of Hans Friedrioh Schwarz, a German national, 

Date & Place of Trial: 7 August 1946 at Bochun. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a Canadian airman, a PoW, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Sentence confirmed, 

248) Trial of Colonel Mario Gori and 2 other Italian nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 5-7 • i ‘ugust 1946 at 3 Transit Cfjnp % 
Charge: Ill-treatment of prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Hot Guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 2, 

. Sentences: Imprisonment for 2 months, 1, 

•' "1 " , 1 . 

Sentences confirmed. 







• 

249) Trial of Adam Diegel and Rudolf Funk. G^Tnrn nationals* 

Tate & place of Trial: 8 "“ugust 1946 at Hanover. 

Charge: That while members of the Volksturm, they did ill- 

treat British officers. 

Verdict: Funk, Not Guilty. 

Diegel, Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 yearB, 

Sentence confirmed, 

250) Trial of Georg Ceiling and Heins Rrkenbrocht, German nationals* 

Date.& Place of Trial: 8-15 Auguot 1546 at heoklinghausen. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a British officer, thereby causing 

. his obath. 

Verdict: Erkenbrecht, Not Guilty. 

Ceiling, Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life. 

Sentence mitigated to imprisonment for 20 years. 

251) Trial of Luigi Amori, an Italian national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 12 August 1946 at Ancona, 

Charge: Being concerned in the killing of two British PoW, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 8 years. 

Sentence confirmed, 

252) Trial of Lt, Kishio Usuki and 9 others, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 12, 13, 19 and 22 August 1946 at Singapore, 

before a corrt consisting of 1 Australian and 2 British 
members. 

That they were jointly and severally concerned in the 
ill-treatment of British, Australian and Dutch prisoners 
of war, causing the death of some and the physical 
suffering of others of the said prisoners of war. 

(8 charges). 

All guilty of one or more charges. 

Death by hanging, 5, 

Imprisonment for life, 3» 

" "15 years, 1, 

" " 10 " , 1 . 

Findings confirmed and two death sentences commuted 
to imprisonment for life, 

253) Trial of Sgt, Teruo Yamaguchi of the Imperial Japanese -‘rny. 

Date & Place of Trial: 12 - 21 August 1946 at Johore Bahru, before 
a court consisting of 1 British aid 2 Indian members. 

Charge: That at Johore State Prison, he ill-treated a number 

of persons, as a result of which they died, (3 charges). 

Verdict: Guilty of all charges. 

Sentence: Death by hanging, 

Sentenoe confirmed. 

254) TTial of Gustav Alfred Jepson, a Danish Nationul in German on^loy, and 

Joachim Frederick Freitag and Otto Muller, two German 
nationals, 

• Date & Place of Trial: 13 - 23 August 1946 at Luneburg. 

• Charge: Committing a war crime in that they at Luneburg and 

elsewhere between the 2nd and 9th April 1945, in 
violation of the laws and usages of war wre concerned 
in the ill-treatment and killings of allied nationals, 
internees of concentration camps, during a train 
journey. 

Verdict: Freitag and Muller, Not Guilty, 

Jepson, Guilty. 

Sentenoe: Imprisonment for life. 


Charges: 


Verdict: 

Sentences: 
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255) T rial of Leo Rnspnim, a German national, 

Lute & Plaoo of Trial: 13 august 1946 at Hanover. 


Charge: 


Verdiot: 

Sentence; 


That he was concerned in the employment of British 
prisoners af war on dangerous work, thereby 
occasioning the deaths of several of them. 

Guilty. 

Iirprisonment for 2 years. 

Confirmed. 


256) Trial of Sgt. Suekichi Miyasue, Kempeitai, Japanese Gendarmerie. 

J, & Place of Trial; 13 - 19 August 1946 at Hong Kong, 

Charge: Being concerned in the ill-treatment of civilian 

residents of Hong Kong, resulting the death of one 
person and physical sufferings to others. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed, 

257) Trial of Karl Bertram, a Gorman national. 

Date & Place of Trial; 14 - 21 august 1946 at Recklinghausen. 
Charge; That ‘he killed a British airman, a prisoner of war. 
Verdict: Not Guilty. 

258) Tried ofLt. Soisaku Murakami and 3 other members of the Japanese Army, 
j. Late & Place of Trial; 14 - 1? -“Ugust I946 at Singapore, 


Charge: 


Verdict: 


Sentences: 


That they were concerned in the ill-treatment «f 
civilian residents of Sibu, British Borneo, which 
ill-treattoent resulted in the deaths of 2 persona. 
Murakami, guilty as charged. 

The three other accused were found guilty, excepting 
that part of the charge which referred to the 
resulting deaths of the two persons. 

Death by shooting, 1. 

Imprisonment for life, 3. 

Confirmed, 


259) Trial of Ernst Brandt, a German national. 

Late & Place of Trial; 19 august 1946 at Bologua, 

Ctargo: Killing of twoBritish prisoners of war at Borgo, Italy. 

Verdiot: Not Guilty. 

260) Trial of V leriano Vecchi and two other Italian nationals. 

Lute & Place of Trial; 19 August 1946 at Ancona, 

Charge; Killing of an escaped prisoner of Y/ar, a member of 

• the Union Defence Forces. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 

261) Trial of Korean Guard Tetsuichi Fumimoto of the Japanese Army. 

J. Date & Place of Trial- 23rd august 1946 at Singapore, 

Charge: Ill-treatment cf British pri.sonars of war interned in 

several camps, causing them phvsical suffering. 

Verdict; Guilty, 

Sentence: Loath by hanging. 

Sentence commuted to imprisonment for 10 years. 

262) Trial of W/0 Giichi Osaki, Sgt.Maj. Kigenta Isa and Cpi, Shozo Hatakayama, 

j. of the Imperial Japanese j*rmy. 

Date & Place of Trial: 26 - 27 August 1946 at Kuala Lumpur. 

Charges: (1) Against Osaki and Isa, that they v/ere concerned in the 
ill-treatment of a civilian. 

(•2) Joint, that they were concerned in the killing of the 
said person. 

Verdict: all guilty of the charges in which they were concerned. 

Sentences: Osaki and Isa, Death by hanging. 

Hatakayama, Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Confirmed. 









263) Trial of Cant. Sakao bu*ak,i # Bnd /* civilians in Japanese military 

J. , eniployroent. 

Date & Place of Trial; 27th •"ugust - 11th September 1946 at Singapore. 
Charge: Ill-treatment of British, •Australian, Dutch, Canadian 

and American civilians interned in No.l Civilian 
Internment Camp, Singapore, resulting in the death of 1 
British civilian internee and the physical suffering of 
others. 

Verdict: All found guilty, except to that part of the charge 

which referred to the death of the Briton. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 3, 

Imprisonment for lifo, 1, 

Imprisonment for 7 years, 1. 

Findings confirmed, but sentence of life imprisonment 
mitigated to imprisonment for 10 years, two death 
sentences conmutc.d to imprisonment for 10 years, one 
death sentence commuted to imprisonment for 8 years, and 
the sentence of 7 years' imprisonment remitted to 
imprisonment for 1 year. 

264) Trial of Hermann Dettmer, a German national. 

Date & Piaoe of Trial: 27th August 1946 at Hanover. 

Charge: Committing a war crime in that he at Hildesheim between 

February and April 1945, in violation of the laws and 
usages of war was concerned in flie ill-treatment of 
* Allied nationals interned in concentration camps. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Confirmed. 

265) Trial of Genichiro Niimori, a civilian attached to the Japanese Army, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 28-31 August, 2-26 September and 1 Ootobor 

1946 at Hong Kong. 

Charges:(l) That as an interpreter on board the S.S."Lisbon Maru", 
as an interpreter with a draft of British prisoners of 
war and responsible for their well-being, he v/as 
concerned in their ill-treatment, including battening 
rdown in the holds of the said ship after it had been 
torpedoed and was in a sinking condition, whereby many 
of them lost their lives and the remainder underwent 
physical and mental suffering, 

(2) Being concerned in the neglect and ill-treatmont of 
British PoW, causing physioal suffering to many. 

(3) That on the high seas, r.3 an interpreter aboard the 
A.S."Toyama iviaru" ( A lias "Tozan Maru"), was concerned 
in the ill-treatment of a Canadian PoW, contributing 
to the death of the said soldier. 

(4) Ill-treatment of PoY.. 

(5) That as an interpreter at Bowen Road Hospital, he was 
concerned in the ill-treatment of PoW, causing physical 

suffer! ng, 

(6) That as an interpreter at Shamshuipo Camp Hospital, he 
was concerned in the ill-treatment of a member of the 
Hong Kong Volunteer Defence Corps, causing physical 
suffering to him. 

(7) That as an interpreter at Happy Valley Rp.ce ^ourso Camp, 

• he was concerned in ill-treatment cf PoW, causing 

physical suffering. 

(8) That he was concerned in the stealing of Red Cross 
parcels and personal effects, the property of prisoners 
of war of the Comps Croup at Hong Kong, 

Verdiot: Not Cuilty of 4th charge. 

Guilty of other charges, with exepetions in the lot, 

3 rd and 8th charges. 

Sentence: Inprisonracnt for 15 years. 

Sentence confirmed. 
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■266) Trial of Herman Heeren, a German national. 

Date <& Place of Trial: 29th August 194-6 at Kiel. 

Charge; Ill-treatment of an unknown Canadian airman, a PoW. 

Verdlot: Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for one day. 

Confirmed. 

267) Trial of Cjt. Munckichi Cenda of the Japanese Army, 

J. Dat ? & Place of Trial: 13 - 14 September 1946 at Singapore 

Charge: That as Commandant of a PoW Camp, he was concerned in 

the ill-treatment of British prisoners of war. 

Verdiot: Not Guilty. 

268) Trial of Jakob Gonzereck and Ludwig Wilhelm, both German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 13 September 1946 at Brunswick. 

Charge: Being concerned in the ill-treatment of a British PcW. 

Verdiot: Both found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 2 years, 2. 

Confirmed. 

269) Trial of Martha Nold a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 13th September 1946 at Brunswiok. 

Charge: Being concerned in the ill-treatment of a British PoW. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 months. 

Confirmed. 

270) Trial of Gustav Nesper, a German national. 

Cate & Place of Trial: 18 - 19 September 1946 at Recklinghausen. 
Charge: Being concerned in the ill-treatment of an unknown 

PoW, a member of the R.A.P. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Inprisonment for 6 months. 

Confirmed, 


271) Trial of Sgt.Maj,Junichi Ito, of the Japanese Army, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 20th September 1946 at Hong Kong, before a 
court consisting of 1 Canadian and 2 British members. 
Charge: Being concerned in the killing of 2 Chinese civilians 

in his custody. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by shooting. 

Not Confirmed. 

272) Trial of Paul Zinmermann and 3 Others, all German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 1st October 1946 at Essen. 


Charge: 
Verdict: 


Sentences: 


Ill-treatment of two unidentified Allied airmen, 
prisoners cf war. 

Not Guilty, 4. 

Guilty, 2. 

Imprisonment for 4 months, 2. 


273) Trial of Sgt, Toranasuke Tashiro and two other members of the 
J. Japanese Arny. 

Date & Place or Trial: 2-14 October 1946 at Hong Kong. 


Charge: 


Verdiot: 


Sentences; 


That as members of the staff *f a PoW oamp, they were 
cencerned in the inhumane treatment of British and 
Allied prisoners of war, thereby causing physioal 
suffering and contributing to the deaths of many of them. 
All guilty, except for the words contributing to the 
deaths of mary of them.” 

Imprisonment for 8 years, 1. 

” " 2 " , 2 . 

Confirmed. 
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?74) Tri»l of Albert Heffmar., a Cerrnan national. 

Bate & Place of Trial: 11 - 21 October 194-6 at Recklinghausen, 
Charge: Committing a war crime in that he, at Arnsberg on or 

about 26 February 194-5, when Gauleiter of South West¬ 
phalia in violation of the laws and usages of war, 
issued an order to all Landrats, Mayors, Police adminis¬ 
trators, District Leiters, and District chiefs-of-staff 
of the Volksturm in hxa Gau, that they were to refrain 
from acting a r protectors of shot-down AH led Airmen, 
Verdict: Not Guilty, 

275) Trial of Kiko Kane oka of the Japanese Army, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 14 - 17 October 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: Being concerned in the ill-treatment of prisoners of 

war, causing the death of some and the physical 
sufferings to others. 

Verdict: Guilty, with exceptions. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed, 

276) Trial of Col, Sadayasu Komasawa and 7 other members of the Japanese 

J. Army, 

Date & Plaoe of Triad: 28 October 1946 at Singapore, * 

Charge; Ill-treatment of a party of British, Australian and 

Dutch prisoners of war in transit to and employed on 
the Burma-Siam Road, causing bodily suffering and 
injury to the health of many of them, 

Verdiot; Not Guilty, 

277) Trial of Giovanni de Vito of the Italian Arny. 

Date A Place of Trial; 28 October 1946 at Naples. 

Charge: Being concerned in the killing of a member of the Union 

Defence Forces, a PoW, 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 

278) Dried of Jakob Burgin, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 29th October 1946 at Rechlinghausen, 

Charge: Ill-treatment of an unknown R.A.F. prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentenoe; Imprisonment for 5 months. 

Confirmed, 

279) Trial of Willy Lubbers, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 29th October 1946 at Hamburg, 

Charge: Ill-treatment of an unknown British airman, a PoW, 

Verdiot: Guilty with the exoeption that for British, substitute 

Allied, 

Sentenoe: Imprisonment for 9 months. 

Confirmed, 

280) Trial of Cpl. Keizo Kodera of the Japanese Army* 

J, Date & Place of Trial: j}Ot hoctober and 1st November, 1946 at Singapore 
Charge: Ill-treatment of British and Dutch prisoners of war 

employed on the Burma-Slam Railway, 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 

281) Trial of Johann Darnhcfer of the German Amry. 

Date & Places of Trial; 5-6 N 0 veniber 194 j 6 at Leoben, Austria. 

Charge; Being concerned in the attempted killing of a 

British soldier, a prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 
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kdit) Trial of Fritz Erich Scnmidtke, a German national. 

D ^te & Place^of Trial; 11 - 15 November 1946 at Hamburg. 

Charge: That he killed an unknown Italian prisoner of war. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Not confirmed. 

283) Trial of Eberhard von Mac ensen and Kurt Maolzer, German nationals. 

Date ob Place uf Tj, 1^1; 10 — 30th November 1946 at Home, 

Char go; Thai when in charge of Commander 56 Rest and Transit 
Camp ... they committed a war crime in that they at 
Home, Italy, about the 24th March 1944, in violation 
of the laws and usages of war were concerned in the 
killing ns a reprisal of some 335 Italian nationals 
in the Ardoatine Caves, 

Vordict: Both found guilty. 

Sentences; Death by shooting, 2, 

284) Trial of Capt, Kenzo Nagahara and 3 other members of the Kompei Tai. 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 3-21 May 1946 at Rangoon, 

Charge; Ill-treatment of prisoners of war, resulting in the 
death of several and causing physical suffering to 
others. (4 charges against all and several of the 
accused). 

Verdict; Not ^uilty, 2, 

Guilty, 2. 

Sontenoes; Imprisonment f*r 4 years, 1. 

•• ii o ii i 

* , it , 

Confirmed. 

285) Trial of Kanao Inouye of the Japanese Gendarmerie, 

J, Date & Place of Trial; 22 - 27 May 1946 at Hong Kong. 


Charge: 


Verdict: 
Se nte nee; 


11.1-treatment of Canadian soldiers, prisoners of war, 
and ill-treatment of civilian rosidents of Hong Kong, 
causing the death of four people and physical suffering 
of severaj. others. (3 charges.) 

Guilty. 

Death by hanging. 

Not confirmed because it transpired after the trial 
that the accused was a Canadian subject. 


286) 

J. 


Trial of Col, Nado Idet'a and 9 others of the Kempeitai. 

Date & Place of T r ial; 23rd May - 1st June 1946 at Rangoon, 


Charge: 


Verdict: 


Sontence3 


Being concerned in the ill-treatment of civilian 
rosidents of the villages of Yedwingon and Nauglon, 
resulting in bodily suffering to the 3aid persons. 
Not G uilty, 2, 

Guilty, 8. 

The chargo against the other accused was withdrawn by 
the prosecution with authority of Ihe Convening 
officer. 

Imprisonment fer 8 years, 3, 

•• ii £ i. 2 , 

ii ii j ii 

" " 1 month, 1. 

Confirmed, B 

287) Trial of w/0. Iku Yoshin* of the imperial Japanese Army. 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 4th and 6th July 1946 at Singapore, 
Charge: Being concerned in the killing of a civilian 

resident of British Borneo. 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Inprisonment for 15 ycaro. 

Confirmed, 
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288) IVial of Capt, Kenro Matsueka and 7 either jnembors oflhe Japanese Amy# 
J, Date & Place of Trialj 26th July - 27th August 1946 at Rangoon. 

Charges:(l) Looting of property of looal civilians (of Kyaikto, 
B urma) and maltreatment and torture of 9 civilians, 

(2) Being concerned in the killing of 9 civilian in their 
custody, 

Verdiot: Not Guilty, 1, 

' Guilty,(of one or both charges) 7. 

Sontencea: Death by hanging, 3# 

Imprisonment for 12 years, 2, 

" " 4 ", 1, 

" M 3 " , 1. 

Confirmation of finding and sentence of one accused 
withheld, 

>» - 

289) Trial of W/0 Rikie Yabuld and 2 civilians attached to the Army, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 2-9 -August 1946 at Hong Kong, 


Charge: 

Verdict: 

Sentences: 


Ill-troatment of oivilian residents of Hong Kong. 

(2 charges,) 
aA found guilty. 

Imprisonment for 10 years, 1, 

" " 6 " 1 , 

" " 3 M 1, 

Findings confirmed, but one year's imprisonment remitted 

from the sentence of 3 years, and 4 1 years remitted from 
the sentence of 6 years, 

290) Trial of Major Yoshinebu Higashigawa and 34 others, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 30th August - 28th September 1946 at Penang, 
Charge: (l) Ill-treatment of persons in their custody, resulting in 

the death of hundreds of persons and in ptysioal suffering 
of many others. 

Ill-treatment of 3oivilian residents of Taiping, in 
consequence of which one person died. 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 3» 

Guilty, 32. 

Sentences: Doath by hanging, 20, 

" " shooting,(Reconmendation for Mercy), i, 

Imprisonment for 15 yoars 2, 


( 2 ) 


12 

10 

8 

7 

5 


4, 

2 , 

1 , 

1 * 

1 , 


Findings confirmed and sentence on Accused No,2, (death 
by shooting), commuted to imprisonment for life, 

291) Trial of Peter Gottling and 12 others, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 6-26 August, 1946 at Hamburg. 

Charge: Being ooncerned in the killing of 6 British PoW. 

Verdiot: Not Guilty, 4. 

• Guilty: 9. * 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 14 9, 

Confirmed, 


292 ) 


Trial of August Flasche and 5 others, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Brial; 13th "uguat - 5th September 1946 at Bochum. 
Charge: Being concerned in the ill-treatment of 3 Amerioan PoW, 

Verdiot: Not Guilty, 2, 

Guilty: 4. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 20 years, 1, 

" " 12 " , 1 , 

" " 10 " , 1 , 

" " 5 " , 1. 

Confirmed, but one accused (12 years imprisonment) 
diod before confirmation. 
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293) Trial of Wilhelm Leers, a German national. 

Pate A ^lace of Trial: 22-23 august 1946 at Hamburg. 


harge: 


Verdict: 
Sentfcnoc: 


That he, at Neuengamme ana elsewhere between 1941 and 
1945, when a Kano in a concentration camp, waB concerned 
in the killing and ill-treatment of Allied Nationals 
interned in such concentration camp. 

Guilty, 

Loath b, judicial hanging. 

Confirmed, 


294) Trial of Georg Stutz, a German national, 

t )ate A Place of Trial: 22-23 -August 1946 at Recklinghausen, 
Chargej (l) Ill-treatment of British prisoners of war. 

(2; Being concerned in the killing of a British PoW. 
Verdict: Guilty of both charges. 

Sentence: Death by shotting. 

Confirmed. 


295) Trial of Capt. Yoshito Hayashi of the Imperial Japanese Army. 

J, Date A Place of Brial: 9-19 September 1946 at Rangoon. 

Charge; Being concerned in the killing of civilian residents 
at or near Tavoy. (2 charges). 

Verdict; Guilty of both charges. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 7 years. 

Confirmed. 


296) Trial of Maj. Hikesaku Kudo and 11 others of the Japanese Army. 

J. Date A Place of Trial: 13th September - 18th October 1946 at Singapore, 
Chargess(l) Ill-treatment of civilian inhabitants of Siam and Burma. 

(2) (Against 4 accused) Being concerned in the killing of 
several civilian inhabitants ef Siam and Burma. 

(3) (Against 5 accused) Ill-treatment of British and Dutch 
prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Not Guilty1. 

Guilty, 11. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2, 


Imprisonment 

for life, 

1 , 

it 

11 

20 years, 

1 , 

it 

It 

15 " • 

1 , 

it 

It 

10 " 

1, 

it 

tt 

5 " 

1 , 

it 

II 

3 " 

1. 

it 

tl 

2 " 

I, 

it 

tt 

9 months. 

1 , 

11 

Confirmed, 

It 

6 

1. 


297) Trial »f Heinrich Ide and 4 others, German nationals* 

Date & Place of Trial; 17 September 1946 at Bochum, 

Charge: (l' Ill-treating and killing an unidentified British airman, 
a prisoner of war, believed to be an Australian, 

(k) (against 3 acoused only) Being conoerned in the killing 
of two British airmen, prisoners of war, unidentified, 
believed to be Australians. 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 2. 

Guilty, 3* 

Sentences: Death by shifting, 

Inflorisonmer,^ 'or 15 years, 

« n i n 

Confirmed. 


1 , 

1 . 
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298) Trial ef Sjt. Ginzo Sakano 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 25th and 27th September 1946 at Singapore. 
Charge: Ill-treatment of British prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence; .Iiiiprisonment I'Dr 5 years. 

Confirmed. 

t 

299) Trial of w/0 Takashi Fujimori and Sgt. Yukio Hasimoto of the 

J. Imperial Japanese Arny. 

Date & Place of Trial:. 24 and 25 September 1946 at Rangoon, before 
a court consisting of 1 Indian and 2 British officers. 
Charge: Ill-treatment of a civilian resident of Rangoon. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years, 2. 

Confirmed, 

300) Trial of Kiyoyoshi Takamine, a civilian interpreter, 

J, Date & Place of Trial; 8 - 10th October 1946 at Kuala Lumpur. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a person, resulting in his death. • 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontcnce; Imprisonment for 17 years. 

Confirmed, 

301) Trial of Capt. Tsuguo Kasai and 9 others, all of or in the employ of the 

J, Imperial Japanese Army, 

Date & Place of Trial; 14th - 17th October 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: Being concerned in the killing of 28 civilian residents 

of Miri, Sarawak. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentences; Death by hanging, 2, 

Imprisonment for 5 years, 2, 

" ,f 18 months, 1, 

" "1 year, • 2, 

" "6 months, 3» 

Confirmed. 

302) Trial of Karl Heinz Moehlo, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 15 - l6 October 1946 at Hamburg. 

Charge; That he at Kiel, between Septenber 1942 and May 1945, 
when Senior Officer of the 5th U-boat flotilla, in 
violation of the laws and usages of war, gave orders 
to Commanding Officers of U-boats who were due to leave 
on war patrols, that they were to destroy ships and 
their crews. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Confirmed. * 

303) Trial of Frederick Kramer, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 22nd and 23rd October I94G at Brunswick. 

Charge: That ho killed a Canadian Flying Officer, a PoW. 

Verdict 5 Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by shooting. 

Confirmed, 

304) Trial of T.t. Tsutomu Eizawa and S/fa Shingo Tshikawu of the Army, 

J. Date (1 Place of Trial;.26th - 31st October 1946 at Kota Bahru, Malaya* 
Charge: (l) Killing of several persons at Kota Bahru 

(2) Ill-treatment of civilian residents of Malaya. 

Verdict: Both guilty. 

Sentenoe: Imprisonment fqr life, 1. 

Death by hanging, 1, 

Confirmed, 
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305) Trial of Keiichi Takemot# of tho Imperial Japanese Army. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 31st October and 1st November 1946 at 
Singapore. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of British prisoners of war. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Confirmed, 


306) Trial of 3/fcaJ. Tsuyoshi Ogata of tho Japanjau Arny. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 21 - 24th October 1^46 at Kcta Baluu. 

Cliazgc: (l) Ill-troatment 01 civilian residents of Malaya, resulting 
in the death of one and suffering of many others. 

(2) Being concerned in the killing of a civilian resident 
of Malaya. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentenoe: Imprisonment for 25 years. 

Confirmed. 


307) Trial of Karl Heinrich Schaefer, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 12 - 14 November 1946 at Wuppertal. 
Charge: Being concerned in the killing of 3 unknown Canadian 

Airmen, prisoners of war. 

Verdict; Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 15 years. 

Confirmed, 


308 ) 

J. 


Trial cf Tadao Hirota attached to the Imperial Japanese Arny. 

Date & Place of Trial: 29th November - 6th December 1946 at 
Kuala Lumjjur. 

Charge: Ill-treatment *f civilian residents of Malaya, causing 

the death of one and physical suffering to others. 
Verdict: Guilty, with exceptions. 

Sentence: Imprisonment far 8 years. 

Confirmed, 


309) Trial of Hatsutara Suzuki. 

J. Date & place of Trial: 14 - 28th November 1946 at Kuala Lumpur. 

Charges Being concerned in the killing of 3 male Chinese 

civilian inhabitants of Mentakal^, occupied territjpr, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging, with recommendation for meroy. 

Findings confirmed, but sentence, commuted to 
imprisonment for 12 years. 

310) Trial *f Moritada Itomitsu and Teruyoshi Fujiyama, Japanese oiviliar , 
j. Date & Place of Trial: 7 - 22nd November 1946 at Kuala Lumpur. 

Charge: Ill-treatment pf civilian residents of Kuala Wpia, 

resulting in the deaths of 5 persons. 

Verdict: Both found guilty, with exceptions. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2. 

Sentences confirmed and executed. 


311) 

J. 


Ttial of Lt. Seita Takizawa of tho Japanese Aniy. 

Date & Place of Trial: 11 - 1? November 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: Inhumane treatment ?f British prisoners 0 i *ar employed 

on the Burma-Siam Railway, causing physiol aufferil^. 


Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Confirmed. 
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312) Erial of S/lidaj, Chuichiro Kato, of thd Japanese Army. 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 20 - 22 November 1946 at Borneo. 

Charge:(l) Being coneernod in the ill-treatment of a civilian 
resident of British Borneo. 

( 2 ) Being concerned in the killing of the said civilian 
resident of British Borneo. 

( 3 ) Bring concerned in the ill-treatment of a Chinese female, 
a civilian resident of British Borneo. 

( 4 ) Being concerned in the killing of a Chinese female by 
beheaaing her. 

Verdict: Net Guilty. 

313) Trial ef Soilchi Okada of the Japanese Army* 

J, Date & Place of Trial; 4-7 November 1946 at Singapore. 

Chargo: Ill-treatment of British and Australian PoW, 

contributing to the death of some and physical suffering 
of others. 

Verdict: Guilty, with exceptions. 

Sentence;. Imprisonment for 10 years. 

. Confirmed. 

314) Ttial of S/fciaj, Toshio Baba of the Japanese Army, 

J. Date & Plaoe of Trial; 9th and 10th December 1946 at Kuala Lumpur. 

Charge; Being coneernod in the ill-treatment of civilian 

residents of Malacca. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 8 years. 

Confirmed, 

315) Tfcial of Chief Police Officer Masana* Suohi. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 9-12 December 1946 at Jcsselton, B.N.B. 

Charge: Ill-treatment, resulting in the death of a police 

constable,, a resident of British Borne*. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentenoe: Imprisonment for 7 years. 

Confirmed. * 

316) Trial of .Tohann Schwarzhubor and 14 other German nationals, and 

.1 Carmen Maria Mory a Swiss national, all in the charge 

•f 98 Group Pioneer C*rps. 

.Date & Plaoe of Trial: 5th December 1946 • 3rd February 1947 at 
Hamburg, before a court consisting of 1 French 
officer, 1 Polish officer and 4 British officers as 
members. 

„ Charge: That they at Ravonsbruok in the years 1939*- 1945, when 

. members of the staff of Ravensbruck Concentration Cajip # 

were concerned in the ill-treatment and killing of 
. Allied nationals interned therein. 

Verdict: All found guilty, with the exception of one German 

national who died during Uie course of the trial, and 
in whose case the findings were not announced. 

Sentences; Death by hanging, 11, 

Imprisonment for 15 years, 2, 

. • " " 10 ”, 2 . 

\ • 

317) Tfcial of Major Seigi Ickikawa and 13 other members of the Japanese Any, . 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 22nd March - 10th April 1946 at Rangoon, 

Charge:(l) Unlawful killing of civilian inhabitants of the village 
of Kalagon, Burma. 

(2) Unlawful boating, torture, wounding and other maltreat- 
merit of civilian inhabitants of the villugo of Kalagon. 

(3) Abduction of wamon, civilian inhabitants of Kalagon. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 

Guilty, 10. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

” " shooting, 3, 

Imprisonment for 10 years, 3, 

u. ” 7 » l 

» 11 j » 2 

Confirmed. 











-35- 


3X8) Trial of Capt. Kunifusa Hachisuka and 2} others, members of tho 

. Jj Japanese .airy. 

Date & Place of Trial: 24th July - 6th September 1946 at Singapore, 

Chaa^ge: 9 charges against the accused jointly or separately, 

that when they wore in charge of prisoner of war camps, 
firstly at Soengci Geron and later at Sumatra, they 
ill-treated the said prisoners of mjr, resulting in the 
deaths and/or physical suffering cf many, and one charge 
of wilfully neglecting to provide proper medical atten¬ 
tion and available medicine and drugs to sick prisoners 
oi war, and permitting sick non to remain in unhygienic 
conditions. 

Vcrdicti Not G uilty, 2. 

Guilty: 22. 

Sentence: Death by hanging, 9, 

Imprisonment for life, 3, 

" " 20 years, 3, 

18 " 1 , 

15 " 2, 

12 , « 1 , 

10 " 2 , 

3 " 1 

Findings confirmed but 2 death sentences commuted to 
imprisonment for life, 2 death sentenoes ccnmuted to 
imprisonment for 15 years, one life sentence -'.litigated 
to imprisonment for 15 yearB, and 7 other sentence* 
mitigated to imprisonment for 10 years, 

319) TW.al of Lt, Hisashi Nobusawa and S/ld Asaichi Eda of the Japanese 
J# Date & Place of Trial: 14th - 20th June 1946 at Singapore, 

Charge: Inhumane treatment of British, Australian and Dutch 

prisoners of war, resulting in the deaths of some and 
physioal suffering to others. 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: ’ Death by hanging, 2. 

. Findings confirmed, but sentence on Eda commuted to 

imprisonment for life. 

320) Trial cf Sgt. Hifumi Yamawaki of the Japanose Amy, 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 29th A ugust - 6th September,1946 at Rangoon. 


Charge; 
Verdict: 


Sentence: 


Being concerned in the ill-treatment of 3 Indian soldiers 
in his custody, which resulted in the death of two. 
Guilty, but the ill-treatment resulted in the death of 
one person only. 

Death by hanging. 

Sentence commuted to imprisonment far 10 years. 


321) ftrial of Capt. Xoshiro Mikazam and Takeshi Noda of the Japanese i'rry, 
J, Date & Place of Trial: 14 November - 22nd Deoonber 1946 at Singapore, 

Charge: That whon they were responsible for the well-being of 

persons in custody in the Civil Section of the Outran 
- Road Prison, they were together concerned as parties to 

the ill-treatment and neglect of certain of such persnns 
oausing the death of about 1,000 and physical suffering 
to other prisoners. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentences: Imprisonment for life, 1, 

M ”5 years, 1, 

Confirmed, 

322) Trial of Lt. Nobuo Suzuki and 3 others of the Japanese Airy. 

J, Date & Place of Trial; 21st Nov. - 2nd Doo,,1946 at Hong Kong. 

Charge; Ill-treatment of prisoners of war in their custody, 

oausing suffering to tho said PoW. 

Verdict: All accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Inprisonnont for 10 years, 1. 

. n •* 7 *• 2 

" " 3 " \ l! 

Confirmed. 
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323) Trial of Capt, Kanemitsu Joho and 7 others, of the Japanese Arny. 
J, Date & Place of Trial; 28th Nov. - 13th Dee. 191*6 at Singapore, 
Charge; Being concerned in the ill-treatment of prisoners of 


Verdict; 

Sentences; 


war, resulting in physical and mental suffering to 
many. 

Guilty, 

Imprisonment for 12 years, 

” 10 " 


7 

5 

3 

2 


1 . 

2 , 

1 . 

1 . 

2 , 

1 . 


Findings confirmed but 6 years remitted from one sentence 
of 12 years and one of 10 years, 5 years remitted from 
sentence of 10 years, 4 years remitted from sentence of 
7 years and 2 years remitted from sentence of 5 years. 

324) Mai of S/k Yoshihisa Kano of the Japanese Arny, 

J, Date & Place of Trials 3-18 December 1946 at Singapores, 

Charge; Ill-treatment of Chinese civilian inhabitants of Rhiouw 
Archipelago, causing the death of one person,(2 charges). 
Verdict; Guilty of second charge. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 4 years. 

Confirmed, 

325) Trial of Yoichi Nakamura, Interpretor in the Japanese Axmy. 

J, Date Jb Plaoe of Trial; 5 - 6th December 1946 at Jeaselton, B.N.B. 

Charge; Being concerned in the ill-treatment of civilian residents 

of Tuaran and of British Borneo, (2 charges). 

Verdict; Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Confirmed. 

326) Trial of S/k Shintaro Matsui of the Japanese Amy, 

. J, Date & Plaoe of Trial: 10th and 11th January 1947 at Jesselton, 

Charge: Being ooncernod in the killing cf civilian residents of 

Sandakan, British Bornoo, 

Verdict; Guilty, 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 18 months. 

Confirmed, 

327) Mai of Akimori Nishiuchi, a Japanese national, 

J* . Date & Place of Trial: 14 - 17 January 1947 at Singapore, 

Charge; Being concerned in the ill-treatment of civilian inhabitants 

of Singapore, resulting in physical suffering. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 12 months. 

Confirmed, 

328) Mol of Sgt, Tokushi Takaura and Interpreter Tan Ten Chuan. 

J, Date & Place of Trial; 21 - 24 January 1947 at K u ala Lumpur, 

Charge; Being concerned in the ill-treatment of civilian residents 

of Malaya, Kuala Lipis and Rauib. (3 charges). 

Verdict; * Guilty, 

Sentences; Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Confirmed, 

329) TWal of S/k Kohei Takahashi and Cpl. Tatsuo Kase of the Japanese Amy # 

J # Date & Place of Trial; 21 - 25 January 1947 at Singapore, 

Charge; Being concerned in the ill-treatment of Indian PoW, 

Verdict: Guilty, 1 

Sentence: Impriaoniuent fur 6 months, 2, 

Confirmed, 

330) Trial of Lt, Takoyoshi Kondo of the Japanese Arny, 

J. Date & place of Trial: 17 - 21 February 1947 a,t Singapore, 

Charge; Ill-treatment of Indian PoW, 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 
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3Y. United Stat e s Cases,' 

119) Trial of Genji Matsuda and Jcichi Kuv/ashima, Japanese nationals, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 3-13 September 1946 at Shanghai, 

Charge: Failure to treat .American PoW confined in a poW camp 

in accordance with the Geneva Prisoners of War 
Convention. 

Verdict: Beth accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Kuv/ashima, death by hanging, 

Matsuda, Imprisonment with hard labour for 7 years.' 
Confirmed, 

120) Trial of Toyoso Morita, a Japanese national. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 13 th May 1946 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Murder and attempted murder of civilians near Davao 

City, P.I. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life. 

Disapproved by Commanding General, AFWESPAC, 

Rehearing ordered, 

121) Trial of Takeki Yamamoto and 5 others, Japanese nationals, 

J. Date & Place of Trial; l6th September 1946 at Manila,P.I. 

Charge: Murder, other assaults and mistreatments of civilians 

at Dumaguete and Saton, P.I. 

Verdict; All the accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 5, 

Doath by musketry, 1. 

122) Trial of Kiyoshi Nishikawa, a Japanese national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial; l6th September 1946 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge! Murder, cruelty and torture of civilians at or near 
Bago and Silay, P.I. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

123) Trial of Juan Muna Duenas, a Guamanian. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 28th Docenb er 1944 at Guam, 

Charge: Murder (two specifications). 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Life imprisonment. 

Confirmed, 

124) Trial of Pedro Sablan Leon Guerrero, a Saipanese. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 2nd July 1945 at Guam. 

Charge; Assault and Buttery (ll specifications) against 

Guamanians. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years 6 months, 

Confimod. 


125) Trial of Jose P. Villagomez, a Saipanese. 

J. Date <1 Place of Trial: 2bth February 1945 at Guam. 
Charge: Murder. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Confirmed. 

126) Trial of Miguel A. Crus, a Guamanian. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 22nd March 1946 at Guam. 
Charge; Assault (? specifications). 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for one year. 

Confirmed. 
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127) Trial of Nicolas T. Snblan, Saipanese, 

J. Bote £. Tlaco of Trial; 30th March 1945 at Guam, 

Charge: Assault (four specifications) and -assault with 

intent to commit rapo (two specifications), 

■Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Confirmed, 

128) Trial of ?.atsukiohi Iiobayushi, Japanese. 

J, ^ate & Place of Trial: 10th April 1945 at Guam, 

Charge: Murder of a Guamanian, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life. 

Confirmed, 

129) Trial of Antonio Camacho and Juan Royes, Saipanese, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 27th April 1945 at Guam, 

Charge: Murder, 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2, 

Findings confirmed, but sentences comnuted 
to imprisonment for life, 

9 

130) Trial of Manual Tudela Borja, a Guamanian, 

J, Date & place of Trial: 9 th May 1945 at Guam, 

Charge; Murder and Assault (2 charges), against Guamanians, 

Verdict; Guilty of both charges, 

Sontenoe: Death by hanging. 

Findings confirmed, but sentence commuted to 
imprisonment for Hfe, 

131) Trial of Henry S, Pangelinan, a Saipanese, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 23rd May 1945 at Guam, 

Qiarge: Assault (3 specifications)and assault and battery 

(2 specifications). 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Confirmed, 

132) Trial of Mariano Tydingco Aguon, a Guamanian, 

J, Date & place of Trial: 9th June 1945 at Guam, 

Charge: Sex perversion 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Confirmed, 

133) Trial of Samuel T. Shinoharn, Japanese, 

J, Date A Place of Trial: 28th July 1945 at Guam, 

^aige; Treason, Theft, Assault and Battery, Taking a female 

for the purpose of prostitution,Desecration of the 
flag, (seven charges). 

Verdict: Not guilty of theft of desecration of the flag. 

Guilty of 5 charges,' 

Sentence: Death by hanging, 

134) Trial of Luis C, Crisostomo, a Saioanese, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 1st August 1945 at Guam. 

Charge; Murder and Assault (2 charges,13 specifioiations). 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence; Death by hanging. 

Findings confirmed, but sentence commuted to 
imprisonment for life. 










135) Trial of Koju Shoji and Kiyoshi Takahashi of the Imperial Japanese 

J. Navy. 

Date & Place of Trial; 30th August 1945 at Guam. 

Charge: Murder (two specifications). 

Verdict: Both found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging. 

136) Trial of Akiyoshi Hosokawa, Japanese, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 12th September, 1945 at Guam, 

Charge; Assault and battery (two specifications). 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 12 months. 

Confirmed. 

137) Trial of Kanzo Kawachi, a Japanese national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 17th September 1945 at Guam. 

Charge: Assault and battery of Guamanians (14 specifications). 

Verdict: Guiltv on all specifications. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 years and 6 months. 

Confirmed, 

138) Trial of Kyomon Wiwa, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 20th September 1945 at Guam, 

Charge; Assault and Battery. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 6 months. 

Confirmed. 

139) Trial of Jose C. Cabrera, a Saipanese. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 26th September 1945 at Guam. 

Charge; assault and Battery of Guamanians (11 specifications). 
Verdict; Guilty of all specifications. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for five years and six months. 

Confirmed. 

140) Trial of Hirose Ogawa, a Japanese, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 12th October 1945 at Guam. 

Charge: Assault and battery of a Guamanian. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years and 6 months. 

Confirmed, 

141) Trial of Domingo S. Quintanilla, a Rotanese. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 15th October 1945 at Guam. 

Charge: Assault and Battery of Guamanians (8 specifications) 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 4 years. 

Confirmed, 

142) Trial of Rritz .uigocio Mendiola, a Rotanese. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 18th October 1945 at Guam. 

Charge: Assault and battery of Guamanians (14 specifications) 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 5 years and 6 months. 

Confirmed 

143) Trial of Jose P. Villagomez, a Saipanese. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 22nd October 1945 at Guam. 

Charge: Assault and battery of Guamanians (7 specifications). 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sontence: Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Confirmed. 










-40- 


144) Trial of PVancisco P. bablan, a Saipanese. 

J, Dato & Place of Trial: 29th October 1945 at Guam. 

Charge: Assault and battery of Guamanians (24 specifications). 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for six years. 

Confirmed, 

145) ft*ial of Juan Villagomez, a Guamanian, 

J. Pate S. Place of Trial; 31a l October 1945 at Guam, 

Charge: Murder and Assault and battery (2 oharges) 

Verdict; Guilty of both chargos. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for five years. 

Confirmed. 

146) Trial of Colonel Chosoto Oishi and 9 other members of the Japanese Amy. 
J, Date & Place of Trial: 21st November 1945 at U.3.Naval Air Base, 

Kvajalein Island, Marshall Islands. 

Charge: Murder and conspiracy to commit murder (2 charges). 

Verdict: All found guilty of one or both charges. 

Sentences: Death by hanging: 6, 

Imprisonment for life, 2, 

" " 20 years, 2. 

147) Trial of Rear admiral Shigematsu Sakaibara and two other officers 

J. of the Imperial Japanese Navy. 

Date & Place of Trial: 21st Docember 1945 at Kwajalein Island, 

Marshall Islands, 

Charges:(l) Murder, 

(2) Murder (two specifications-against Sakaibara), 

Verdict: Guilty, 2. 

(One of the accused Nol Pro (suicide).) 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2, 

148) Trial of Tadao Igawa, a Japanese national, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 8th February 1946 at Guam. 

Charge: Murder. 

Verdict; Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

149) Trial of Capt. Susemi Kawasaki and two other officers of the 

J, Japanese Navy. 

Date & Place of Trial: 11th April 1948 at Guam. 

Charge: Murder of 26 American prisoners of war - names unknown. 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 1. 

Guilty, 2. 

Sentence: . Death by hanging, 1. 

Death by shooting, 1, 

150) Trial of Vice Admiral Kose Abe and two other officers of the 

J. Japanese Navy. 

Dato & Place of Trial; 15th May 1946 at Guam, 

Charge: Murder of nine American prisoners of war, names unknown. 

Verdiot: . Guilty, 3* 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1. 

Imprisonment for 10 years, 1, 

" " 5 " 1. 

151) Trial of Capt. Meguru Isono and Capt, Noboru Nakajima, UA. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 3rd June 1946 at Guam. 

Charge: Murder of an American PoW, name unknown. 

Verdict: Isono not guilty, 

• Nakajima Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 
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152J Trial of Lt. Col, Kikuji Ito and 3 other members of the Japanese Arny, 
J. Date & Plaoe of Trial: 19th June 1946 at Guam, 

Charge; Murder of an American, 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1 , 

Imprisonment for life, 1 , 

" " 25 yooxs, l, 


153) Trial of Colonel Takemune Kata and 4 other members of the Japanese 
J. Army, 

Date & Place of Trial: 12th July 1946 at Guam, 

Charge:(l} Murder, 

(2) Neglect of duty (2 specifications against Kato only). 
Verdict: All found guilty, (Kato on first charge only). 

Sentences: Imprisonment for life, 2, 

" " 15 years, 2 , 

" " 10 " 1 . 


154) Trial of Lt.Gen. Yoshio Tachibana, Vice admiral Kunizo Mori and 
J. 12 other members of the Japanese Amy or Navy, 

Date & Place of Trial: 15 th ..ugust 1946 at Guam, 

Charges:(l) Murder ( 6 specifications) 

( 2 ) Violation of the laws and customs of war (8 specifications), 

(3) Neglect of duty (24 specifications). 

The victims were 8 American subjects. 

Charges 1 and 2 also include allegations of cannibalism 
against several of the accused. 


Verdict: 


Sentences: 


Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty of one or more charges, 13 . 
Death by hanging, 3, 

Imprisonment for life, 2, 

" " 20 years, 1, 


Confirmed, 

155) Trial of Masayoshi Takano of the Japanese **rmy. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 21st October 1946 at Guam, 

Charge: Murder of a Prisoner cf war, an American, name unknown. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sontence: Imprisonment for 9 years. 

Confirmed. 

156) Trial of Toshiro Takizawa,. a Japanese, 

J, Date & Place cf Trial: 5th June 1946 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Wilful and unlawful burning of the town of San Pablo, 

P.I. 

Verdict; Not Guilty. 

157) Trial of Toshimi Kumai, a Japanese national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 8th July 1946 at Manila, P.I, 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture of civilians in the 

Philippine Islands. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 25 years with hard labour. 

Confirmed. 

158) Trial of Yuzuru Nckajima, a Japanese national. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 2nd October 1946 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture of civilians at or near 

Bacolod, in the Philippine Islands. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sente ice; Imprisonment for 5 years. 










159) Triui oi ‘ransoku Takahashi, a Japanese national, 

J, Date & Place of Trial; 19th September 1946 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge; Murder, cruolty and torture of civilians at Murcia, 

P.I. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by Musketry. 

160) Trial of Mamora Shiczav/a, a Japanese national, 

J. Date J. placu uf 28 th ..ugust 1946 at Yokohama, Japan. 

Charge; 'That at the Tokyo .area Prisoner of Jar Camp, he did 
violate the laws and customs of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sontence: Impr.isoru.ient for 20 years with hard labour. 

161) Tidal of Masaharu Tanaka, a Captain in the Japanese Navy, and 2 others. 
J. Date & Place of T r iai ; 5 th November 1946 at Guam. 

Charges; Murder, l.ssault with intent to coimit murder and 

neglect of duty in violation of the laws and customs 
of war. (3 charges). 

Verdict: All the accused guilty of one or more charges. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for life, 2, 

Confirmed. 

162) Trial of Nobuyoshi Kasahara and Sohei Katsura, Japanese nationals, 

Jo Date & Place of Trial: 21st December 1945 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Cruelty and torture of Filipino civilians at Leyte, P.I. 

Verdict: Kasahara, charge dismissed on motion of prosecutor. 

Katsura, Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years with hard labour. 

Confirmed. 

163 ) Trial of Isamo Morimoto and six other Japanese nationals. 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 23rd November 1945 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Murder of prisoners of war and Filipino civilians. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 1. 

Guilty, 6. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 3* 

Imprisonment for life, 1, 

" " 10 years, 2. 

Confirmed. 

1 64 ) Trial of Hikotaro Tajima and 16 other Japanese nationals. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 27th December 1945 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Murder, torture .and mistreatment of prisoneis uf 

and civilian residents of Batan Island. 


Verdict; 3 accused were not tried. 

14 were found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for life, 3, 

" " 30 years, 2, 

" " 25 " 1 , 

•• " 20 " 1 , 

• " " 15 " 1, 

" " 10 " 3 , 

" " 5 " 2 , 


Findings confirmed but 2 life sentences cormutcd to 
imprisonment for 25 years, one sentence of 30 years 
reduced to imprisonment for 10 years, and one sontonoe 
of 15 years commuted to imprisonment for 10 years. 















165) Trial of Seiichi Ohta, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 27 th December 1945 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Murder, torture, cruelty and mistreatment of prisoners 

of war and civilians at Manila, the civilians being 
Chinese and the prisoners of war, American and Filipino. 
Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed, 

166) Trial of Takuma Higashiji, a Japanese national. 

J. Date ca. Place of T r iai : 27 th December 1945 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Murder, torture, cruelty, other assaults and mistreatments 

against Filipino civilians in the P.I. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed. 

167) Trial of Akira Nagahama, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 25th February 19^6 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Murder, torture and cruelty, starvation and neglect, other 

assaults and mistreatments of Filipino civilians and 
prisoners of war in the P.I. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

168) Trial of Takeji Ozawa, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 11th January 1946 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Murder and assaults of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life with hard labour. 

Confirmed. 

169 ) Trial of Zenzo Saito, a Japanese national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 11th January 1946 at Manila, P.I, 

Charge: Murder of Filipino civilians, and the unlawful and 

wilful burning of the Barrio of Nanipil, Mountain Province, 
on or about 16 April 1945. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence disapproved. 

170) Trial of Masao Tachlbana and 3 others, Japanese nationals. 

J. Date ^ Place of Trial; 30th January 1946 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge; Murder, torture, cruelty, other assaults and mistreatments 

against Filipino civilians and prisoners of war at P.I. 
Verdict: 2 cf the accused not available for trial. 

The other two accused were found guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging, 2. 

Confirmed, 

’i-'al of Tosimitsu Miyagi and Shoichi Kobayashi, Japanese nationals. 

J. Date & Place of T r ial; 5 January 1946 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Murder, torture, cruelty, other assaults and mistreatments 

against Filipino ci'd-lians. 

Verdict; Miyagi* charge dismissed on motion of Prosecutor. 

Kobayashi, guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Conf irmod, 

172) Trial of Takashi Tohei, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 11th ifebruary 1946 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge; Murder, torture, cruelty, other assaults and mistreatments 

against Filipino civilians and Prisoners of V/ar. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life with hard labour. 

Confirmed. 











173) Trial of Yoshioka (first name unknown) and 7 other Japanese. n^tionalo,. 

J. Date & Place of Trials 12th February 1946 at Manila. 

Charge: Murder and other assault^ of Am&rioan prisoners of war. 

Verdict: 2 accused dismissed prior to trial on motion of Pro 3 «<Ui±ot\ 

Remaining 6 accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging,' 1, 

" " musketry, 1 , 

Imprisonment for 40 years,with hard labour, 1, 

II II JQ II II II II ^ 

Findings confirmed but 2 sentences for 30 venrs reduced 
to imprisonment for 10 years. 

174) Trial of jyunji Sasaki, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 17th June 1946 at Manila. 

Charge: Murder and torture of identified and unidentified 

civilians, Filipinos. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed. 

173) 'Trial of Shuji Kawamori, a Japanese national. . 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 4th October 1946 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture of civilians, Filipinos. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life with hard labour. 

176) Trial of Masao Nanjo, a Japanese national. 

J, Date & Ppace of Trial: 7th October 1946 at Manila. 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture, other assaults and mistreat¬ 

ments of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging, 

177) Trial of Koju Tsuda, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 17 th September - 27th November 1946 at 
Yokohama, Honshu. 

Charge: That at a Prisoner of War Camp, the accused, a civilian 

employed by and serving with the Armed Forces of Japan, 
did violate the lav/s and customs of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life with hard labour. 

178) Trial of Takio Kaneke and Teshiharu Uchida, Japanese nationals. 

J. Date & Place cf Trial: 5th September - 14th November 1946 at Yokohama, 

Charge: Contributing to the death of, besting and abusing of 

prisoners at a PoW Camp, the victims being Canadians. 

Vordict: Both the accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Kanoko, Imprisonment for 28 years, 

Ucnida, " ” 15 " 

179) Trial of Sannojo Fujii, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 8 th November - 13th Novenfoer 1946 at Yokohama, 

Charge: Wilfully beating, mistreating and abusing numerous 

Allied prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years with hard labour, 

180) Trial of Lt. Gen. Kurt Maelzer, a German National. 

Date & Place of Trial: 9-14 September 1946 at Florence, Italy, 

Charge; That ho 'wrongfully caused to be exposed to acts of 

violence, insults and public curiosity about 200 soldiers 
of the U.S.Anry, v/ho were then PoW under his control, by 
causing them to be marched through the streets of Rome. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Findings confirmed, but 7 years remitted from sentence. 
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Trial of Matsujir Nakasai, a Japanese national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 1-8 November 1946 at Yokohama, Honshu. 

Charge; That whon serving with the Armed Forces of Japan, ho 
did violate the laws and customs of war. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment v/ith hard labour for 20 years. 

182) Trial of Tadashi Watanobe, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & ‘'’lace of Trial; 23rd October 194o at Manila, P.l. 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture of civilians, Filipinos. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 15 years with hard labour, 

1 83 ) Trial of Morikazu Ohsugi, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 1st October 1946 at Manila, P.l. 

Charge: Murder of prisoners of war at the Netherlands Fast 

Indies. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life v/ith hard labour. 

184) Trial of Masaharu Homma, a Japanese national, 

J. Date £ place of Trial; 3rd January 1946 at Manila, P*I. 

Charge: Murder, torture, cruelty, starvation and neglect, other 

assaults and mistreatments throughout the Philippine 
Islands, the victims being American, Chinese and 
Filipino nationals. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by musketry. 

Confirmed. 

185/ Trial of Tsunao Toyonaga, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 4th March, 1946 at Manila, P.l. 

. Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture, neglect, other assaults 

and mistreatments of prisoners of war and Filipino 
civilians at Manila. 

Veraict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed, 

186) Trial of Mitsugu Ueda, a Japanese national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 1st March 1946 at Manila, 

Charge; Lbrder, and assaults against American prisoners of 

war and Filipino civilians at Leyte Province, P.l, 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed, 


187) Trial of Masatoshi Fojishige and 3 others, Japanese nationals, 
J. Date 1 Plaoe of Trial: 13th February 1946 at Manila, 

Charge: Murder, oruelty and torture, assaults and other 

mistreatments, wilful and unlav/ful burning and 
destruction of private and religious property at 
Luzon, P.l, 

Verdict: All the accused were found guilty. 

Sentences; Death by hanging, 3. 

Imprisonment for 30 years, v/ith hard labour, 1, 
Sentence of 30 years disapproved. 


188) Trial of Toshitsugo nnamaka and 2 others, Japanese nationals. 

J. I)ate & Place of T rial: 4th - 11th December 194' at Yokohama. 
Charge: That as civilian guards employed by the Armed 

Forces of Japan, they did violate the laws and 
customs of war. 

Verdict: All the accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 5 years v/ith hard labour, 1, 
it n ^ " " 11 " 1 

•1 11 ^ 11 ;i :i 11 1* 
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189) Trial of Lt. Ryojn ToruLta. Japanese Navy. 

J, D a te & Place of Trial: 21st November 1946 at Guam. 

Charge: Murder (2 specifications). 

Vordictj Not Guilty. 

190) Trial of Maj.Gen. Otsuka, Maj.Gen. Hiduka, Maj.Kobiyashi and 2*1 others 
J. Date & Place of Trial; 8th August - 10th October 1946 at Singapore. 

CIw**-. Ill-treatment of prisoners of war and civilian internees 
resulting in the death of at least 2+1 people. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 3, 

Guilty, 39, 

Accused No,17 not tried owing to illness, and no verdict 
or sentence is shown for accused No«27» 

Sentences; Death, 5, 

Imprisonment for life, 5, 

" " 15 years, 1, 

" " 12 " 4 , 

" " 30 " 5 , 

" " 8 " 1 , 

" " 7 " 6 , 

" " 5 " 5, 

" " 4 " 2, 

" " 3 " 4, 

" " 1 " 1. 

191) Trial of Shinnosuki Sato and Sukeo Tagusari. 

•J, Hite & Place of Trial; 12 - 23 December 192+6 at Yokohama. 

Charge: That, as civilian guards of a PoW camp, they did violate 

the lav/s and customs of war. 

Verdict: Both the accused found guilty. 

Sentences* Imprisonment for 22 year's with hard labour, 1, 

11 11 n 11 « 11 2., 

•>rp| of Tomoki Nakamura, Japanese national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 18 September - 28th December 1946 at Yokohama. 

Charge: That he did unlawfully withhold and convert to his own 

use Red Cross supplies intended for the use of Allied 
PoW, failed to discharge his duty as canp commander in 
that he failed to provide adequate food, quarters, 
medicines, etc. and permitted members of his command 
to mistreat and torture numerous American and Allied 
prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 12 years with hard labour, 

193) Trial of Hiroshi Fujii, a Japanese national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 28 Sept, - 31 Dec, 1946 at Yokohama, 

Charge: That ho wilfully and unlawfully failed to discharge his 

duty at Medical Officer, forced men tc work when physic^' 
unfit, refusing adequate medical drugs needed for sick 
prisoners of war and in so doing, in nary cases caused the 
death of prisoners of wnr. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Inprisoni.Tent for 12 years with hard labour, 

•>oiw Trial of Kanechi Kondo, n Japanese national, 
j. ‘ Date & Place of Trial: 23 - 24 December 1946 at Yokohama, 

Chaigo; That he did beat, r.K3treat and torture numerous Allied 
prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. (The accused pleaded guilty). 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 1 year with hard labour. 











19>) Trial of Mario Carioni, Italo .Sinonitti and Benedetto Pilon, 

5an r>- onal3„ 

Date & Place of Trial; 25th September - 4th October 1946 at Flurenco, 
Italy, 

Charge; That they did kill summarily an officer of the Airy of the 
United States who had been reccntlv captured and was a 
prisoner of war, by causing him to be shot to death with a 
gun. 

Verdict: Carloni, Noi- Guilty. 

Sinonitti and Pilon, Guilty. 

Sentences: Simonitti, Death by musketry. 

Pilun, Imprisonment with hard labour fur bis natural life 
Confirmed. 

136 ) Trial of Tctsutoshi Yanaru, a Japanese National. 

. Date & Place of Trial; 1C September 1946 - 22 January 1947 at Yokohama 

Charge; Mistreatment and abuse of numerous Allied Prisoners of War 
in some cases causing death, the victims being British and 
Canadian. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Inprisenment for 15 years with hard labour, 

197) Trial of Moriso Shinjo, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 6 Jan - 21 Jan 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge: Torture, boating and ill-treatment and other acts and 

atrocities against numerous .jxrican Prisoners of War. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment with hard labour for 28 years. 

198) Trial of Yukitsuna Tanaka and Yoshinori Ilayashi, Japanese nationals, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 8 th January 1947 &t Manila. 

Charge: Murder of prisoners of war at Netherlands East Indies. 

Verdict: Guilty, 2. 

Sentences; imprisonment for 30 years with hard labour, 2. 

199) Trial of Sada .ki Konishi, 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 23rd November 1946 at Manila. 

Charge: Not shown on ruport at present available. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Death by hanging. 

Trial of Masatosha Fu.iishigo and 5 others, Japanese nationals. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 1 lay 1946 at Manila. 

Charge; Murder, assault and mistreatment of Chinese and Filipino 

civilians. 

Verdict: charge? dismissed on th- .-otHr. of Prosecutor, 

Guilty, 1. 

Sentence: Imprisonment with hard labour for 30 years. 

201) Trial of Tor.eo Shirakura and 2 others, Japanese nationals. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 23 February 1946 at Manila, 

^harge; Murder, torture, assaults and mistreatment of Filipino 
and Chinese civilians. 

Verdict: /ill three accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 3. 

Sentences of 2 accused confirmed, 

Sentence against Shirakura disapproved. 

202) Trial of Mukui Kagajiro a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 27 February 1946 at Manila. 

Charge: murder, assaults and mistreatment of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 










195) Trial of Mario CarlonS. Halo Sinonitti and Benedetto Pilon, 

1 t 0 '• 3 n n > t o nal s 

Date & Place of Trial. 25th September - 4th October 1946 at Florence, 
Italy, 

Charge; That they did kill summarily an officer of the Airy of the 
United States who had been recentlv captured and was a 
prisoner of war, by causing him to be shot to death with a 
gun. 

V‘ rdkts Carleni, Not Guilty, 

Sinonitti and Pilon, Guilty. 

Sentences: Sinonitti, Death by musketry. 

Pilon, Imprisonment with hard labour for bis natural life 
Confirmed, 

136 ) Trial of Tetsutoshi Yanaru, a Japanese National. 

. Date & Place of Trial; 16 September 1946 - 22 January 1947 at Yokohama 

Charge; Mistreatment and abuse of numerous Allied Prisoners of War 
in some cases causing death, the victims being British and 
Canadian, 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 15 years with hard labour. 

197) Trial of Moriso Shinjo, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 6 Jan - 21 Jan 1947 at Yokohama, 

Charge: Torture, beating and dl?-treatment and other acts and 

atrocities against- numerous ,jaE.rican Prisoners of War, 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment v/ith hard labour for 28 years, 

198) Trial of Yukitsuna Tanaka and Yoshinori Hayashi, Japanese nationals, 

J. Date & Place of Triad.: 8 th January 1947 at Manila. 

Charge: Murder of prisoners of war at Netherlands East Indies. 

Verdict: Guilty, 2. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 30 years with hard labour, 2. 

199) Trial of Sada .ki Konishi, 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 23rd November 1946 at Manila. 

Charge: Not shown on report at present available. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Trial of Masatoshi Fu.iishigo and 5 others, Japanese nationals, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 1 lay 1946 at Manila, 

Charge; Murder, assault and mistreatment of Chinese and Filipino 

civilians. 

Verdict: five cteirges dismissed on the notion of Prosecutor, 

Guilty, 1. 

Sentence: Imprisonment v/ith hard labour for 30 years. 

201) li'ial of Toneo Shirukura and 2 others, Japanese nationals. 

J, Date & Place uf Trial: 25 February 194° at Manila. 

maarge: Murder, torture, assaults and mistreatment of Filipino 

and Chinese civilians. 

Verdict; /ill three accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 3. 

Sentences of 2 accused confirmed, 

Sentence against Sbirakura disapproved. 

202) Trial of Mukui Kagajiro a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 27 February 1946 at Manila. 

Charge; murder, assaults and mistreatment of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict; Cuilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 









I 


203) Trial of Tadashi Yoshida and 8 others, Japanese nationals. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 17 June 1946 at Manila. 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture, other assaults and da- 

treatments of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict: Charge against one accused dismissed on motion of the 

Prosecutor. 

The remaining 8 accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 3, 

Imorisonment for life, 1, 

" " 23 years, 3, 

11 urn 1 

» *• 

2C4) Trial of Tokujiro Yoshida, a Japanese national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 23 May 1946 at Manila, 

Charge; Murder, torture, assaults and mistreatments of Filipino 

civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed. 


205) Trial of Tateshi Kono, a Japanese rational. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 15 April 1946 at Manila. 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture, other assaults and mis¬ 

treatments, of Filipino and American nationals. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

206) Ti xal of Seiichi Onishi and 11 other Japanese nationals, 
j. Date & Place of Trial: 8 April 1946 at Manila. 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture, other assaults and mis- 

treatm nts of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict: Charge against six accused, dismissed on motion of the 

Prosecutor. 

Six of the accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 6. 

Confirmed, 

207) Trial of Tetsuo Naito, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 15 March 1946 at Manila, 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging, 

Confirmed and executed. 

208) Trial of Chikanori Tabuo, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & place of Trial: 2 April 1946 at Manila. 

Charge; ^urcer ol' a Jj'ilipino civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Death by hanging. 

Confirmed and executed. 


Z09) Trial of kin ayu Rin, a Japanese national. 

J. Date J riacc of Trial: 29 H?ril 1946 at Manila, 


Charge; Murder of a prisoner of war of the armed forces of the 

U.S.A. 

Verdict; Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed and executed. 

210) Trial of Koe Mikami and 13 others, all Japanese nationals. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 4 June 1946 at Manila. 


Charge: 
Verdict: 


Sentences: 


Murder of Filipino civilians. 

Charge against one accused dismissed an the motion 
of the Prosecutor. 

13 found guilty. 

Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for life, 3, 

" " 20 years, 5, 

" "1 10 " . 4, 








- 49 - 


♦ 


211) Trial of Mitsuji Tanaka and two others, Japanese nationals. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 6 May 1946 at Manila. 

Charge: Murder of prisoners of war, .American nationals. 

Verdict: nil the accused found guilty. 

Sentencesi Imprisonment for life, 1, 

" " 20 years, 1, 

" " 10 " , 1 . 

Conf irned. 


212 ) 

J. 


rial of Lothar Eisentracger and 26 others, all German nationals. 
Date & Place of Triad.; 3 October 1946 - 14 January 1947 at 
Shanghai. 

Violations of German surrender terms. The offences 
all occurred in Canton, Peiping and Shanghai., China, 
between 8 May 1945 and 15 August 1945. 

Six of the accused were acquitted. 

21 found guilty, 

lifo, 

30 years, 

20 " 


Charge; 


Verdict: 


Sentences 


Imprisonment for 

»» ;i 


15 

10 

8 

5 


1 , 

2 , 

4 , 

i. 

6 .' 


213) Trial of Takuo Nakamura and 7 others, all Japanese nationals. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 9 May 1946 at Manila. 

Charge; Murder, cruelty and torture, other assaults and mis¬ 
treatments of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict; Four accused dismissed on motion of Prosecutor. 

Four found guilty. 

Sentences. Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 25 years, 2, 

" fl 15 " l. 

Sentences confirmed. 


214) Trial of Satoru Onn, a Japanese national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 20 april 1946 at Manila, 

Charge: Murder of prisoners of war of the United States Army 

at or near Carmi, New Guinea in October 1944. 
Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging 

Confirmed and executed. 

J5, Trial of Mikio Taneichi and 3 others, Japanese nationals, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 27 May 1946 at Manila, 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture, other assaults and mis¬ 

treatments of Filipino and Chinese civilians. 
Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 30 years, 3» 

Findings confirmed, but all sentences reduced to 
a.mpr .sonmont with hard labour for 15 years. 

216) Trial of Bunji Unai, a Japanese national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 2 July 1946 at Manila, 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 


217) Trial of Tomaso Hiraknwa and Shire Kajiyama, Japanese nationals, 
j. Date &. Place of Trial: 15 July 1946 at Manila. 

Charges Murler, cruelty and turlure of Filipino civilians. 
Verdict: Both accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2, 


I, 
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218) Trial of Harumichi Ncgi and KLyc 3 ato Yoshizoki, Japanese nationals. 
J. Date & Place of '-Trial: 14 Jane 194-6 at Manila. 

Charge: Murder of prisoners of war of tho armed forces of the 

United States of America, 

Verdicts Both fourd guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment lor years, 1. 

" 25 " 1. 

Approved, 

219) Trial of toorio Matsuraki, a Japanese national, 

J, Date & place of Trial: 5 August 1946 at Manila. 

Charge: Cruelty and torture of Filipino civilians at or near 

Sara and Tigbauan, P.I, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment with hard labour for 5 years. 

Confirmed. 

220) Trial of Ryoichi Tozuka, a Jaoanene national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 2C Junu 19 '+6 at Manila,, 

Charge: Murder, c '-elty and torture of American, Filipino and 

Chinese civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging.- 

221) Trial of Tokizo Mokito and Iiisaki Itai, Japanese nationals. 

J. Date & Place of T-iai. 5 July 1946 at Manila, 

Charge; Murder, cruelt.' and torture of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict: Both accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2. 

222) Trial of Fusataro Shin, a Japanese national, 

J, Date & place of Trial: 16 July 1946 at Manila, 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by hanging, 

223) Trial of Jiro Motoki, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 29 July 1946 at Manila, 

Charge: MuiAer, cruelty and torture of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life. 

Confirmed, 


224) Trial of Minoru Toyama and 2 others, Japanese nationals, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 17 January 1946 at Manila, 

Charge: Murder of jrisonors of war at Maros Airfield w v t 

Verdict: All the accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for life, with hard labour, 1, 

" n 25 years, with hard labour, 2, 

225) Trial of Chiyomi Toyota, a Japr.noso national. 

J, Date & Bace of Trial: 20 July 19'+6 at Manila. 

Quugo: Murder, cruelty and torture of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict! Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 25 years. 

Conf imed. 


226) Trial of Eajimo Fu.iii, 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 27 June 1946 at Manila-, 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence; Death by hanging. 
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227) Trial of Noriyuki Gtsuka and Tadatalca Kuwano, Japanese nationals. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 1 July 1946 at Manila. 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture of American, Filipino and 

Chino30 civiliana. 

Verdict: Both the accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for life, 1, 

22G) Trial of Nor \ji Ncgx, a Japanese national, 

J, Date % Place of Trial; 16th January 1947 at Manila, 

Charge: Starvation and neglect, other assaults and mistreatments 

of American prisoners of wax. 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 25 years, with hard labour. 

229) Trial of Masakazu Yamoguchi, a Japanese notional, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 31 October 1946 at Manila. 

Charge; Murder, cruelty and torture, other assaults and mis¬ 

treatments of civilians, both Chinese and Filipino, 

Verdicts Guilty „ 

Sentence- Death by hanging. 


230) Trial of Masato Hado, a Japanese national. 

J. Cate & Place of Trial: 27 Jan.- 3 Feb. 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge: That at a P0Y1/ Camp in Japan, the accused, then a Private 

in the armocl forces of Japan, did violate the lavra arri 
customs of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentenco: Inrri3oamem; for life. 



Trial of H3doma.ro Nokajima, a Japanese national, 

Date & Place of Trial: 124 December 1946 - 27 January 1947 at Yokohama, 
Charge: That as a First Lieutenant in the Japanese ^rmy, at 

different PoTf camps, he did violate the laws and ci’^"- 
of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence; Imprisonr-cnt for 2 yoars with hard labour. 


t 

♦ 


232) Trial of Yoshio Taguchi and 6 others, Japanese nationals, 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 21 Nov. 1946 - 3 Feb. 1947 at Yokohama. 

-"i.arge: Torture, beating, murder, of American and Australian 

nationo.1 s. 

Verdict: All the accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Death, 2, 

Imprisonment for life, 4, 

" " 20 years, 1, 

233) M.al of Kunio Miyatake, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 21 - 31 January 1947 at Yokohama, 

Charge; Beating, torture and contributing to the deaths of 

several prisoners of war, British, American and 
Australian nationals. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 20 years with h.«rd labour. 


23a) Trial of Saburo Mizukoshi <^nd 7 others, Japanese nationals, 
j. Date 8: place of Trial; 27 January - 3 February 1946 at Yokohama. 

Murder, beatings, torture, mistreatments of American 
Canadian and British prisoners of war. 

All 8 accused found guilty. 

Death, 1, 

Imprisonment for 30 years, 4, (with hard labour) 


Charge: 

Verdict: 

Sentences 


15 

10 

5 


1 . 
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235) Trial of Giulio Oldani, an Italian National, 

^ate & Place of Tjjal; 31 October - 7 November 1946 at Florence, 
Italy, 

Charge: That he failed to treat with humanity, and subjected 

to acts of violence, American soldiers, prisoners of 
war, by beating, ill-treating and humiliating them, 
and also by depriving them of food and compelling them 
to do work for which they were physically unfit. 

(ll specifications). 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 


236) Trial of Pietro Magi, an Italian National. 

Date & Place of Trial; 24 - 30 October, 1946 at Florence, Italy, 

Charge: That he killed by bayoneting, an American pilot, who 

had recently been captured and was a prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 20 years, with hard labour. 

Confirmed, 

237) Trial of Takeo Katsura, a Japanese national. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 11 Feb. - 20 Feb. 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge: That, as a private in the armed forces of Japan, 

at a Prisoner of War Comp, ho did violate the lavra and 
customs of war. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 40 years, with hard labour. 

238) Trial of Kazuo Fukami, a Japanese rational. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 11 - 12 February 1947 Q t Yokohama. 

Charge; That he boat, ill-treated and abused numerous Allied 
prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence; imprisonment with hard labour for 10 yearB 0 

239) Trial of Takeo Takahashi and Katsuyau Sato, and 2 others, all 

J, Japanese nationals. 

Date & place of Trial: 25th September 1946 to 11th February 1947 
at Yokohama. 

Charge; Unlawful beating, abuse and torture of numerous 

American and Allied PoW, in some case the mistreat¬ 
ments and tortures aro alleged to have contributed to 
the deaths of the prisoners, 

Verdiot; Two of the accused severed from the charges. 

Two found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment with hard labour for 40 years, 1, 

n 1* 11 11 n jij 11 

240) Trial of Masayoshi Kato, a Japanese national, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 25 Jan. - 5 Feb. 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge: That at a hospital and at a PoW camp, he beat and 

mistreated numerous American and Allied PoW, 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 25 years with hard labour. 


241) Trial of Chogo Hashimoto, a Japanese national, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 11 - 17 February, 1947 at Yokohama. 
Charge; Beating and abuse of Prisoners of war. 

Verdiot: Guilty, 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 15 years with hard labour. 
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242) Trial of Mariano Uyeki, alias Sekimasa Uyeki, a Japanese national. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 22 January 1946 at Manila, 

Charge: Murder of a Filipino, 

verdict; Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Re-trial; 

Date & Place of Trial: 15 April 1946 at Manila, 

Charge: As before. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Suiitence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence confirmed and ordered executed by Gen.McArthur. 
Uyeki released 28 December 1946 by direction of the 
Secretary of War, 

Trial of Teodoro Tatishi, alias Teodoro Cantos, a Japanese national, 
Date & Place of Trial: 20 May 1946 at Manila, 

Charge: Murder, other assaults and mistreatments of Filipino 

civilians. 

Vf-rdiot; Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Accused released by direction of the Secretary of War, 

244) Trial of Michinori Nakamura and 6 others, Japanese nationals, 

J, Date & Place of Trial; 24 January 1947 at Manila, 

Charge: Murder of 5 American PoW. 

Verdict: All the accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 3* 

" " shooting, 1, 

Imprisonment for life, with hard labour, 3» 

2a 5) Trial of Shoichi Kadornatsu, a Japanese national, 
j. Date & Place of Trial: 13 January 1947 at Manila.. 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture of American PoW. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentonce: Death by hanging. 


£43) 

J. 


21/' Trial of Masanabu Narikawa, 
t. Date & Place of Trial: 24 Fab. - 11 Mar. 1947 at Yokohama, 

Charge: That ns a civilian guard serving with the armed forces 

of Japan at a PoW camp, he did violate the lavra and customs 
of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 40 years, with hard labour. 

247) Trial of Shumpei Hagino and 10 others, Japanese nationals. - 
J. Date & ^loce of Trial: 31 January 1947 at Manila. 

Charge: M u rder of civilians of the Philippine Idand3. 


Verdict: Two of tho accused died before trial. 

Three ware found not guilty. 

6 Found Guilty. 

Sentences: Death by musketry, 1, 

Imprisonment for life with hard labour, 2, 
» " 30 years, " " 1, 

n n 25 " " " 1, 

11 i» 20 " " " 1, 


■ > 'b / Trial of Gosuke Toniguchi and 4 others, Japanese nationals, 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 14 February 1947 at Manila, 

Charge; Murder of five unidentified American prisoners of war, 
V'-rdict; All tho accused found guilty. 

Sontonoe3: Doath by muslcotry, 1, 

Imprisonment for life, with hard labour, 4« 
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249) Trial of Naoki Hamasaki, a Japanese national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 14 February 1947 at Manila, 

Charges Murder, cruelty and torture, other assaults and mistreat¬ 
ments of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence; Death by hanging, 

250) Trial of Yasuo Hiroshi and Masaru Takata, Japanese nationals, 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 10 February 1947 at Manila, 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and Nurture, other assaults and mis¬ 

treatments of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict: Both found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 20 years, with hard labour, 1, 

251) Trial of Kumao Tani, a Japane30 national, 

J, Date & Place of Trial; 20 February 1947 at Manila, 

Charge: Cruelty and torture of a Filipino civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Inprisonnent for 5 years with hard labour, 

252) Trial of Tanaka Ilisakasu and 5 others, Japanese nationals, 

J, Date & Place of Trial; l'' - 31 August 1946 at Shanghai. 

Charge; Illegal trial and execution of a United Spates citizen 
ir. April 1945* 

Verdict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 5# 

Sentences: Death, 2, 

Imprisonment for life, 2, 

" " 50 years, 1. 

One Death sentence disapproved; one death sentenoe 
commuted to ?ife imprisonment; two life sentences 
reduced to imprisonment for 10 years, one sentence 
approved,, 

Juromberg_ jjubsc que nt Trial s , 

253) Trial of Karl Brandt and 22 others, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Tri'-i: Thu indictment is dated 2.5th October 1946, 
and the trial is still in progress at No.l Court, 
Nuremberg. 

Charge: That the defendants participated in a Common Design 

or Conspiracy to commit and did commit Jar Crimes and 
Crimes against Humanity, as defined in Control Council 
Law No,10,... these crimes included murders, brvtali'H 
cruelties, tortures, atrocities and other inhumane acts. 
Certain defendants are further charged with membership 
in a cri.anal organization, 

254) Trial of Erhard Milch, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial : I’hi indictment is dated 13 November 1946 
ar.d the trial is still in progress at No,2, Court, 
Nuremberg, 

Charge: War Crimes and '-rimes against Humanityus defined in 

Control Council Law No.10, which included deportation, 
enslavement and mis-trer.tmont of millions of persons, 
participation in criminal modioal experirents upon human 
• beings and murders, brutalities, cruelties, tortures, 

atrocities and other inhumane acts. 
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255) Trial of Josef ultsttJtter and 15 others, German nationals. 

TVite.£ Plane of* Trial: The indictment is dated l6th December 1 946 
and the trial is still in progress at No.3. Court, 
Nuremberg. 

Charge: Participation in a Common Design or Conspiracy to commit 

and did commit War Crimes and Crimes against Humanity, 
as defined in Control "Council Law No.10. ^heso crimes 
included murders, brutalities, cruelties, tortures, 
atrocities, piundur of private property and other inhumane 
acts. Certain defendants are further charged with 
membership in Criminal Organisations. 

256) Trial of Oswald Pohl and 17 others, (fcrman nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: The trial commenced on 10 March 1946 at No c 4 
Court, Nuremberg, and is still in progress. 

Charge: That the defendants participated in a Common Ifesign or 

Conspiracy to commit and did commit War Crimes and Crimes 
Against Humanity, as defined in the Control Council Lav/ 

No.10... These crimes included murders, brutalities, 
cruelties, tortures, atrocities, deportations, enslavement, 
forced labour, plunder of property and other inhumane and 
unlawful acts. All except one of the defendants ore 
further charged with membership of a Priminal Organisation, 

257) Trial of Friedrich Flick and 5 others, (ferman nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: The indictment is dated 18 March 1947 and the 
trial is now in progress at N 0 ,5 Court, Nuremberg, 

Charge; That they committed War Crimes and Crimes against Humanity 
as defined in Control Council Law N 0# io. Ihese crimes 
included murders, brutalities, cruelties, tortures, 
atrocities, deportation, enslavement, plunder of public 
and private property, persecutions and other inhuman 
acts. 


I 

* 










VII. Australian Qxsos. 

2) Trial or 1st Lt, Tokohiko Tazaki, a Japanese national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 30th November, 1945 at Wewak. 

Charge: Mutilation of the dead, and cannibalism. (2 charges). 

Verdiot: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Findings confirmed but sentence mitigated tn imprisonment 
for 5 years* with hard labour. 

3) Trial of S/Ma-i, Tsuruo Suptino, a Japanese national. 

Date dc Place of Trial: 4 December 1945 at Labuan, 

Charge: Massacre of approximately 36 prisoners, and Massacre of 

approximately 15 prisoners . (2 charges); 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by shooting. 

Confirmed and executed. 


4/ Trial of Capt. Michiaki Misumi and Sup.Pte. Siataro Goto. 
Date & Place of Trial; 7-13 December 1945 at Morotai. 
Charge: Murder of a prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Misumi, Death by shooting, 

Goto, Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Confiimod. 


5) Trial of Guard Hidoo Matsunoto and 14 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 8 December 1945 at Labuan, 

Charge: Massacre.of allied FoW. 

Verdict: Cuilty. 

Sentences: Death by being shot. 

Sentences mitigated to 10 years imprisonment with hard 
labour. 


6) Trial of Seiichi Hirota and 6 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 8 December 1945 at Labuan. 

Charge: Massacre of 51 allied PoW. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by shooting, 

Sentence mitigated to imprisonment for 10 years, with 

hard labour. 


7) Triul of Sgt.Maj, Yosliiteru Hidano. 

Date & Place of Trial: 11 December 1945 at Wewak, New Guinea 
Charge: Murder of a New Guinea native, and Cannibalism. 

(2 charges). 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 


8) Trial of W/0 Toraturo Matsumoto and S/Ma,j. Masa’cu Inagaki, 

Date & Place of Trial: 12 Doceiriber 1945 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Torture of civilians. 

Verdict: inagaki. not guilty. 

Matnumoto, guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life. 

Sentence mitigatod to imprisonment for 10 years. 


9) Trial of L/Cpl. Rehei Okunura and 2 others. 

Date & Pb.ce of Trial: 13 - 18 Decenbor 1945 at Rabaul, 
Charge: Murder of a Chinaman, 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentences: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed. 
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10) Trial of Capt. Tokio Iwasa. 

Date A Place of Trial: 13 December 1945 at Morotai, 

Charge; Murder of a prisoner of war. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by shooting. 

Confirmed and executed, 

11) Trial of Sup.pte, Asamaea Susuki and 2 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 13 December 1945 at Morotai. 

Charge: Murder of a prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Wot Guilty, 1. 

Guilty, 2. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 10 years, 2. 

Sentences mitigated to imprisonment for 5 years, 

12) Trial of Lt. Seizo Tanaka and Ptc. Maaeo Fujisaki. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 13 December 1945 at Morotai, 

Charge: Murder of a prisoner of war, • 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentences: Tanaka, death by shooting. 

Fujisaki, Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Fujisaki's sentence mitigated to imprisonment for 
5 years. 

13) Trial of Lt. Tokuhiro Yabe and 2 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 13 December 1945 at Morotai. 

Charge: Murder of a prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by shooting, 2. 

Imprisonment for 10 years, 1. 

Confirmed. 

14) Trial of Pte. Takeo Tanaka, 

Date & Place of Trial: 13 December 1945 at Morotai, 

Charge: Murder of a prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Sentence mitigatod to imprisonment for 5 years, 

15) Trial of Sgt. Yoshio Yaki. 

Date & Place of Trial: 13 December 1945 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Rape of a Chinese civilian and torture of the same 

woman. (2 charges). 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Death by hanging. 

Confirmed and executed, 

16) Trial of Col. Shigeru Koba and Maj, T. Tamura. 

Date & Place of Trial: 15 December 1945 at Morotai. 

Charge: Murder of prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by shooting, 2, 

Confirmed and exccutod. 

17) Trial of Capt. Takeo Nakato and 3 others. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 15 - 22 December ]945 at Labuan, 

Charge; Ill-treatment of prisoners of war, by authorising and 

permitting men under their command frequent assaults 
upon PoW and civilian internees, by denying thorn 
sufficient food and medical supplies and by farcing 
many v/hen sick and starving to do heavy manual work, 
(3 charges.) 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentences: All accused to suffer death by shooting, 

2 sentencos commuted to imprisonment for 5 years. 
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18) Trial of Lt. Fumiwo Yunomura. 

Date & Place of Trial: 20 December 1945 at Morotai, 

Charge: Murder of prisoners of war in that he unlawfully ordered 

and caused to be carried out the killing of the PoW. 
Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Tfcnth by shooting. 

Sentence commuted to imprisonment for 5 years, 

19) Trial of Sgt, Naogi Hosotani. 

Date tic Place Ql' Trial: 29 December 1945 at Labuan, 

Charge; Murder of prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by shooting. 

Confirmed and executed. 


20) Trial of Sgt, Shigaru Iwabe and 6 others. 

Date & Place of Trial; 29 - 31 December' 1945 at Labuan, 

Charge; Massacre, i.e. killing of unknown pxisoners of war. 
Verdict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guil.ty, 6, 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 15 years, 1, 

" " 14 " 1, 

M H i p ii 1 

" » 10 " 2) 

11 11 5 11 1§ 


21) Trial of Capt. ffadami Shirozu and 35 others. 

Date & Place of Trial; 2-18 January 1946 at Ambon and 25 January 
to 15 February 1946 at Morotai, 

Charge: Ill-treatment r £ Australian and Dutch prisoners of war 

by physical beatings and torture, compelling sick and 
infirm PoW to go out on working parties, failing to 
ensure the provision of proper food supplies and failing 
to ensure the provision of proper madical supplies and 
medical care. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentences: Death by shooting, 4, 

Imprisonment for 20 years, 2, 

" " 18 » 1 , 

" " 15 " 1, 

" « 12 " 1 , 

" " 10 » 2 , 

" " 8 " 1 , 

11 11 7 „ 

« 11 g 11 2 , 

" " 5 " 5, 

" " 4 " 2, 

" . . " 3 M 2, 

" " 2 •' 5, 

" " li " 1 , 

" " 1 " . 6. 


22) Trial of Capt, Takuo Takakuwa and Capt, Genzo Watanabe. 

Date & Place of Trial: 3-5 January 1946 at Labuan. 

Charge; Murder and massacre of prisoners of war. (4 charges). 
Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentences: Takakuwa, Death by hanging, 

Watanabe, " " shooting. 

Confirmed and executed. 


23) Trial of Haruo Kikawa, 

Date & Floce of Trial: 4 and 10 January 1946 at Rabaul, 
Charge; Murder of native civilians, (2 charges). 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentoncu: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed. 
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24) Trial of C a pt # Sucumu Hoshijima. 

Data & Place of Trial: 8-20 January 1946 at Lhbuan. 

. Charge: Ill-treatment of prisonera of war at British North 

Borneo, when Commandant of a PoW camp, (4 charges). 
Verdict: Guilty of all charges. 

Sentence; Death by hanging. 

Sc-’]toi/C'. confirmed aid executed. 

25) Trial of Rear Admiral Kyoho Hamanaka and Onmmandpr Macimitsu Takaoaki, 

Datq & Place of Trial; 11 - 12 January 1946 at Morotai. 

Charge; Murder of prisoners of war. 

Verdict-: Takasaki, not guilty, 

Hamanaka, guilty, 

, ..y.:- Sentonoe: Death by shooting. 

Sentence comnuted' to imprisonment for 15 years, 

26) Trial of Sgt, 'Toshiharu Okada f\hd 9 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 11,1? and 13 January 1946 at Labuan, 

Charge: Massacre of unknown PoW, approximately 17 in number. 

Verdict: All the accused'found guilty, 

, Sentences: Imprisonment for life, 3, 

" *■ "20 ye airs, 1, 

15 n '- 

10 " 

.. 8 " 

•' Sentence against one accused not‘shown. 

Confirmed. , Y •. 


3, 

1* 

1. 


27) Trial of Tsuneyoshi Goto and 7 others, 

Date & Place of Trial: 13 u 14 January 1946 at Labuan, 
Charge; . Massacre of 11 unknown prisonsrs.of war. 

Verdict; All the accused found guilty,, s- 
Sentences: Imprisonment for 20 yeari, 2, 

. ; " 15 " 4,, 

» ' > " " 12 ", 1 . 

* Sentence against one accused not shown. 

Other sentences confirmed, , 

* • * • 

28) Trial of-.Qapt, Kihachiro Kato, 

Date & Place of Trial: 14 January 1946 at Mb'rotai, 

Charge: Murder of a prisoner of war. 

Verdict; Guilty. • 

Sentence: Death by shooting, 

Sentence confirmed and execute's. 

. c 

29) Trial of Yoichi Beppu and 6 others. 

Date & Place of Trial; 14 - 15 January 1946 at Labuan, 
Charges Massacre of about five unknown prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 2, 

Guilty, 5. . ■ 

Sentences: . Imprisonment for 25 years, 4« 

" " 10 " , 1. 

Findings and sentences confirmed, 


30) Trial of Lt.Ool, Takowo Komura. 

Date & Place of Trial; l6 - 18 January 1946 at Morotai, 


Charge: 


Vordict; 

Sentence; 


Murder of prisoners of war, i.e, that he unlawfully 
ordered and caused to-be carried out the killing of 
3 members of the R.A.A.F., PoW, 

Guilty, . • . 

Death by shooting, , 

Confirmed and executed. 
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31) Trial of S/^iaJ, Hisao Mutozumi and 10 others. 

Date & Place of Trial* 18 - 19 January 1946 at Labuan. 

Charge: Massacre in that they without lawful cause or excuse, 

killed unknown prisoners cf war, numbering about 23* 
Verdict: Not guilty, 3. 

Guilty, 8. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for lifej 1, 

1^ years, 4, 

TP n 4 
a** » J* • 

One sentence of 12 years' imprisonment mitigated to 
two years. All other sentences confirmed. 

32) Trial of Sgt. Tomiyoshi Okada and S/^iaj, Kazuma Hondo, 

Date & Place of Trialj 21-23 January 1946 at Morotai. 


Charge; 
Verdictt 

: , ; . ■) * 

Sehtenoe: 


Murder of two members of the R.A*A»F., then PoW, 
Hondo, not guilty. 

Okada, guilty. , 

Death by shooting* 

Confirmed and executed! . ’ ' , 


33) Trial of Sgt. Kyuichi Sano and Jnr.Civ.Offr. Gorb.Tamaki, 
Date (ic'Plaoo of Trial; 28 January 1946 at RAbaUl, 

; Charge: 1 Torturing a civilian* 

Verdict; Guiltyi 

Sentences; Imprisonment for 5 years with hard labour, 1. 

II II 2 ,r M •• II 

, : Confirmed, 


34) 


Trial of Lt. Taisuke Kawazumi and 8 others. 

Date & Place of Trial; 5 - 14 February 1946 at Morotai. 
Charge; JEll-treatment of prisoners of war at a camp, 
Verdiot: Not guilty, 2. 

* Guilty, 7. • 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 10 years, 

it 11 a w 

~ * 

n 11 k n 

' 0 .. » 

n "2 " 

Confirmed, 


4, 

1, 

1, 

1 


35) Trial of Lt. Tameyoshi Katagiri. 

Date & Place of Trial: 15 February 1946 at Morotai, 

Charge: Murder of 2 members cf the R.A.A.F., prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty.. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years. 11 v 

Confirmed, 

36) Trial of Sub-Lt, Matagi Honji and P0 t Eizo Kurokawa. 

Date & place of Trial; 18 February 1946 at M 0 rotai., 

Charge; Murder of a prisoner of war 

Guilty. 

Honji, death by shooting, 

Kurokawa, Imprisonment for 15 yepro, 

37) Trial of Sub-Lt. Hideo Katoyama and 2 others. 

Date & Place of Trial; 25 - 28 February 1946 at Morotai, 

Charge: Murder of four R.A.A.F. prisoners of war. 

Verdict; Guilty. •' 

Sentences: Death by shooting, 3* • ’ ■ 

One of the.hocused executed, the others held as a witnesses 
in parking trials, 

0 ' * 

38) Trial of W/0 Masuo Hamazaki and 2 others. . 

Date & Place of Trial: 1-2 March 1^46 at Rabaul. 

^harge: Murder of a civilian. ■ • 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentenoe: Imprisonment for 25 years, 1. 

" "15 " 2 . 

Confirmed. * " • 








1 * ’T 


39) Trial of Set. Kazuo Oaalci, 

Data & Place of Trial: 6-8 March 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder of a member of the Chinese'.National Army . 

Ver^iot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. • : ' 

; Confirmed and executed. 

40) Trial of Ou.pt, hisaneo Mitsuba and 3 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 15 - 18 March 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of an Indian Amy officer. 

Verdict: One accused, not guilty. 

Throe found guilty.- ; 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 20 years, 2, 

•* " » 5 • « 1 1, 

Confirmed. One accused conmitted suicide. 

41) Trial of Capt. Namio' Isumi and. 4 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 18 - 19 March 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: . Murder of a member of the Indian Amy. 

Verdict: Guilty, 4, ‘ 

Not Guilty, 1. 

Sentences: Dehth by hanging, 2, • ■ 

imprisonment for 15 years, 1, 

" " 10 " 1 , 

Confirmed. 

42) Trial of Lt.Col. Yujiro Yutani and 2 others. 

Date & Flace of Trial: 19 March 1946 - 10 April 1946 at Darwin. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of prisonerscf war by beating and torturing. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 2. . 1 

Sentences: Imprisonment fop 10 yearsnith hard labour, 1. 

" " 6 months, 1. 

Confirmed. , • > 

43) Trial of S/Maj. Shigeru Ohashi on- 3 6 others. 

Date & Flace', of Trial: 20 - 23 March 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder by beheading of one half caste and 17 natives. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 5, 

Guilty, • 2, 

Sentences: Imprisonment for life, 2. 

Findings confirmed and sentences commuted to imprisonment 
for 2 years in each case. 

• •**'•*■ 

44) Trial of Lt, Hisaneo Mitsuba and 4 others. 

Date & Place of Trial; 21 - 22 March 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: t Murder of tyfe members of the Indian Amy, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, ' 

Imprisonment for 15 years, 4« 

First accused committod suicide before sentence could bo 
:■ oarriod out. 

45) Trial of Iliaai^o MitsuLu uhd 2 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 22 March 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of 2 unknown .Indian prisoners of war. 

Verdiot; Not guilty, 2. 

Guilty, >L. ‘ 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Accused committod suicido before execution of sentenoo. 


46 ) Trial of Lt. Jintaro Yamamoto and another. 

Date & Place of Trial; 25 March 1946 at Rabaul. 

Chargo: Murder of three Indians, names unknown. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentences: Dbath by hanging, 2, 

Findings confirmed but sentences commuted to imprisonment 
for 15 years. 
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47) Trial of Sgti °hotaro Kobayaahi and l/Cpl, Hideo Shibata, 
Date & Place of Trial: 25 - 26 March 1946 at Rabaul, 
Charge: Murder of 6 Indian prisoners of war, 

- Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentences: Both to suffer death by hanging. 

Confirmed and executed. 


48) Trial of Maj. Masao Kud„ and 2 others. 

Date & Pjlace of Trial: 26 - 28 Maroh 1946 at Rabaul. 
Charges Murder of three Indian prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 1. 

Guilty, 2. (of manslaughter). 

Sentences: Imorisortment for 10 years, 1, 

7 " 1. 

Confirmed, 

49) ft*ial of Col. Satoru Kikuchi, 

Date & Pierce of Trial: 28 - 29 March 1946 at Rabaul. 
Charge: Murder of a Chinese man. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentence commuted to imprisonment for 7 years. 


50) Trial of Lt. Masaru Matsuo and W/0 Gunichi Yaraanaka. 

Date & Place of Trial: 29 March 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of seven Indians. *' 

Verdiot: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by hanging, 

• ' Confirmed and executed. 

, • * * • 

51) Itial of Maj, Masao Kudo and 3 others. 

Date & Plaqe of Trial; 30 March - 1 April 1946 at Rabaul* 

Charge: ’ Murder of 2 members of the Indian Amy, PoV', 

Verdict: All accused guilty of manslaughter. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 15 years, 1, 

" " 10 " 1 , 

.• " " 5 " 2. 

Confirmed. 

52) Trial of Capt, Eitaro Shinohara apd 2 others. 

Date A Place of Trial: 30 March - 1 April 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge; That whon members of a Military Court convened to 
try 4ra natives of Kanbanguru, failed to ensure that 
such natives wore afforded a fair and proper trial. 
Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentences: Intpnisonment for 5 years, 

Confirmod. 

53) Trial of Lt. Hisato Tomiyasu. 

Date A Place of ^rial: 2 April 1946 at RaLaul, 

Charge: Murder of certain unknow Indian PoW, and Cannibalism. 

(2 charges). 

Verdict: Guilty of both charges. 

Sentence: Death by hanging* 

Commuted to imprisonment for 15 years. 


54) Trial of Lt. Hisaneo Mitsuba and 3 others. 

Date A Piaoe of Trial: 3-4 April 1946 at Rabaul. 


Charge: 
Verdict: 
Sentences: 


Hirder of 4 Indian Am?/ officers. 

Guilty, 

Death by hanging, , 2, 

Imprisonment for 15 years, 2. 

One accused committed suicide. Sentences confirmed 
to the other accused. 
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55) 


56) 


57) 


58) 


59) 


60) 


61) 


62 ) 


63 ) 


Trial of L/Cpl. Bishin Maeda. 

Date & Place of Trial: 4 - 5 April 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of a member of the Indian Array* 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed.and. executed. 

Trial of Cupt, Naoji Kashimoto and Sgt, Shotavo Kobayashi. 

Date. & Plaoo of Trial: 3-6 A pril 1946 at Rabaul. 

Chatgo: ' M u rder of a member of the Indian . 

Verdict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 1. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed and executed. 

Trial 'of W/0 Tsugiji Matsumoto and 2 others. 

Cate & Place of Trial: 6 April 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Torture of a civilian woman at Laguramau, 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by hanging, 

^Confirmed and executed. 

14*ial of Dpi, Kumakichi Ishiynma and another. 

Date & Place of Trial: b - 9 April 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of two Indian prisoners of war. 

Verdict* C-^Q+y^ 

Not ^uilty, 1, 

Sentence: C ea th by hanging,, 

Confirmed and executed. 

Trial of Sgt. Totsuo Yamaoka and L/cpl,Kazuhide Sumitomo, 

Date & Place of Trial: 9 April 1946 at Rabaul. , 

Charge: Ill-treatment of an Inciian amy officer. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentehce: Imprisonment for 15 years, 2. 

• Confirmed. 

Ifrial of S/Maj, Junei Hasogavva and Sgt. Tsurumatsu Numomiohi, 
Date & riace of Trial: 10 - 11 April 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of an fndian prisoner cf war. 

Verdict: C u nty, 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2, 

Confirmed and executed. 

a 

Trial of Sgt. Tor.aburo Matsushima and 0 othors. 

Date &■ Place of Trial: 10 - l6 April 1946 at Rabaul, 

Qiarge: Murder of .24 Chinese prisoners of y/ar, and murder 

of 6 Chinese prisoners of mr. (2 oharges). 
Verdict: All accused guilty of both charges. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 9. 

* Confirmed. 

Trial of Sgt. Ryosaku Kishi. 

Date & Place of r lYiul. 11 - 12 April 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of a mentur of the Indian army. 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed andexecuted. 


Trial of Capt. Moriyuki Nakamura and 2 others. 

Date & Place of Trial; 13 -^pril 1946 at Rabaul, 
Charge: Murder of two Indian prisoners of mr 

Verdict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 2. 


Sentences: D oa th by hanging, 2. 

Confirmed and executed. 
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b4) 


65) 


66 ) 


67) 


68 ) 


69) 


70) 


71 ) 


Irial of Capt. Takaiii Tokahashi and 6 other's. > . 

Date & Place of Trial; 15 - 16 April 1946 at Rabaul, 

Chorgu: . Cannibalism by eating the flesh of 2 Indian PoW, 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 3, 

Guilty, • 4. 

Sentences: .Death by hanging, 1 , 

* tmo-risetiment for 10 years, 3 • 

Not confirmed, 

Tri al of Lt.Col. Yujia. i'utani ana 9 others* 

Date & Place of Trial : 15 - 29 April 1946 at Darwin. 

Charges Murder of two British airy prisoners of war (2 charges) 
Verdiot: Not guilty, 5* 

Guilty, 5i 

Sentences: D ua th by shooting, 1, 

Inprisonmont for 5 years with hard labour, 2 , 

»i 11 2*. " n n » 2, 

Confirmed, 

Trial of Sgt.Ma.j, Hisao Shimizu and 2 others. 

Date & Place of ’Tr ial: 17 April 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of 11 Indian prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Cmity. 

Sentences: Imcrisoir/jut for 20 years, 2 , 

" « 15 •' 1. 

Confirmed, 

« 

Trial of Lt*. Mitsusada Otsubn, 

Date & Place of Trial: 18 -“pril, 194^ at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of 3 Indian PoW at Kata Kata and pne at Tabuna 

(2 separate charges)* 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence;. Do ith by hanging. 

Accftsed accidentally killed. 

Trial pf Cpl. IJjazuyoshi Takai and L/Cpl, Takashi Sakai, 
gate & Place of Trial ; 23 April 1946 at Rabaul, 
narge: Murder of an Indian prisoner of war. 

Verdict: > Guilty, 

Sentences; Death by hanging, 2, 

Confirmed and executed. 


Trial of Dt, Kouoaukc Uctogc 
Date & Place of Trial: 24 - 25 April 1946 at Rabaul, 
Charge: • uraer 11 members of the Chinese arry. • 

Verdict; • Guilty, 

Sentence; Death by hanging, 

> Confir md and executed. 

Trial of Lt.'comd. vaoomi Suzuki and Lt. Yoshio Nara 
Date & Place of T; ial ; 26 April 1946 at Rabaul, 
Charge: Murder of a native of Ocean Island, 

Verdict; Both a*c 'sod found guilty. 

Sentences-: Death by hanging. 

Sentence in the case of Suzuki confirmed. 

" " " " Nara commuted to 

imprisonment for 20 years. 


Trial of Lt. iVataru .'akema and 3 others. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 27 April 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: I/arCer of persons unknown at Ocean Island. 

Verdict: All the incused found guilty. 

Sentences: D c . a th by hanging, 4« 

Coui lriiied and exeoutod. 








• t 

. 72 ) Trial of Lt. Hiroe Sakoda and 5 others. 

Date & Place of '•‘•'rial: 26 - 29 April 1946 at Rabaul, 
Charge: Torture o;f a native at Nauru Island, 

Verdict: All accused found guilty. 

Sentences; Death by hanging, 2, 

Imprisonment for 20 ye-Qrs, 2* 

15 2 . 

Confirm d. . 


73) Trial bf Capt. Kasukone waiki and 8 others. 

Date A Place of Trial- 1 . - 15 May 1946 at Darwin, 
Charge: Ill-treatment of prisoners of war in Timor, 

Verdict: Not CiiUty, 6 , 

. • Guilty, 3« 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 3 months, 1, 

" " 1 month, 2 . 

Confirmed, 


'V; •> • . 

t : f r 


74) Trial of W/0 Yosutaki Hatakeyama and 5 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 1-2 May 1946 at Rabaul. 
Charge: . Murder of a Chinese civilian. 

' Verdiot; Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 5. 

. '■ Sentences: Death by hanging, 5» 

Confirmed and executed, 

75) -Trial of Lt. Dunji Miyasaka and 3 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 2 May 194-6 at Rabaul, 
Charge': ‘ ' Murder of persons unknown. 

Verdict: . Guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1 , . 

Imprisonment for 20 years, 3» 
Confirmed. . 


I 

* 


I 


76) Trial of Sgt. Kuniyoshi Mav/atari and another. 

Date & Place of Trial: 2-3 May 1946 at Rabaul. 
Charge: Murder of a member of the Indian arny. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 1, v 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

■- Confirmed and executed. 



Trial of Capt, Hyotaro Yamamoto and 12 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 3-6 May 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of 9 members of the Dutch J!ast Indies ^rny and 

. 1 member of the Indian «rmy. 


- Verdiot: 
Sentences: 


All the accused guilty, except 2. 
Death by hanging, 3, 

Imprisonment for 20 years, 7, 

" "19 ", 1 . 

Confirmed. 


78) Trial of Lt. Daisaku Goto. 

Date & Place of Trial: 6-7 May 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder of 3 native residents of Petats, murder of a 

native at Matzungan, murder of 2 Matzungan native women 
and murder of 3 natives at Sohanah (4 charges). 

Verdict: Guilty of 3 charges, not guilty of the last charge. 

Sentence: Death by shooting. 

Confirmod. 


79) Trial of L/Cpl. Masanori Tokawa. 

Date & Place of Trial: 7 May. 1946 at Rabaul. 
Charge: Murder of a Prisoner of War. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed and executed. 









80) Trial of Capt, Eikichi Kuto. 

Date & Place of Trial: 7 May 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of 3 Petats natives and murder of 3 Matsungen 

women and one child. (2 charges). 

Verdict: . Guilty of both charges «Veent th« words "and one child". 

Sentence: Death by shooting. 

Confirmed and e reenter). 


81) Trial of L/Cpl. Masanori Tokawa, 

Date & Place of Trial: 8 May 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge; Ill-treatment of a prisoner oi' war, 

Verdiot* Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Prisoner executod in respect of other ohargo. 
. ■ See case No, Aus,79, 


82) Trial of Civilian Employee Hikoju Sato. 

Hale & Place of Trial: -8-9 May 1946 at Rabaul, 
Charge: Murder of two Nauruan natives. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentenco: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed and executed. 


83) Trial of Sgt. Takaharu Sakamoto vnd 2other's. 

Date (1 Place of Trial: 1C May 1 n 46 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Violations of th. laws and'usages of war by cruelly beating 

11 Naur’’,ins, 

Verdiot: All the accused ghilty except concerning 4 viotims. 

Sentences: Inprisonment for 5 years, 3» 

Findings and sentences confirmed in the oase of 2 accused, 
and not confirmed in the c se of ono ccusod. 


84) Trial of Lt. Teruma Hiranaka and Lt. Csamu Katagiri. 
Date & Place of Trial: 13 May 1946 at Rabaul, 
Charge: Murder of 15 Indians, prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Both accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2 e 

Confirmed and oxocuted. 


85) Trial of Capt, Tom'Ikoba and 2 others, . 

Date & Place of Trial: 14 15 May 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder of 9 Indonesians. “ ' • 1 ■ 

Verdiot: All found guilty. 

Sentences: D oath by hanging, '3. 

Confirmation of finding and sentences not, promulgated to 
accused, as all thrue were exeouted in respect of 
other-charges, 

86) Trial of Lt.Qndr. Hirani Nakoya.nn, 

Date & Place of TrauJ: 15 - ‘-ay 194-6 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murdor of thu Ad' inlctrutor of Nauru Is. and 4 other 

British perse.m; -y/ib ur. of the British Phosphate 

Commission * - , 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed uni executed, 

• ** 1 '* 

87) Trial of Oapt, Toma Ilcaba an . 3 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 15 - lc May 1^46 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murdor f 12 Indians. 

Verdict: r Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty. 3. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 1U years, 1, 

" " 5 " , 1, 

" " 2 " ' , 1 , 

Confir.uafcioh . landing and sentence pranulgated to one 
accused only, • 'Die other two accused wore exeouted in 
rospoct of other c argos. 
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88) Trial of Sgt. Hir.shi Sato, 

Cate & Place of Trial: 16 May 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a Prisoner of War, 

• Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Confirmed, 

89) Trial of Paymaster Sergeant Major Hachiro Uo.. 

Date <1 riocc of Trial: lc May 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

•Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Confirmed, 

90) Itial of Q?l. Saikai Ozawa. 

Hate & Place of Trial: 17 May 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Illtreatment of a prisoner of war. 

Verdict; Guilty. • 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Confirmed, 

91) Trial of Capt. Toma Ikeba and 3 others. 

Date & Place of Trial;. 17 May 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: . Murder cf an Indian, 

Verdict: All accused found guilty. 

Sentences: De&th by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 10 years, 1, 

" " 1 ", 2 , 

Confirmed. 

92) Trial of Sgt, Yasuaki Okubo. 

Date & Place of Trial: 18 May 1946 at- RabaUl, 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 1 year. 

Confirmed. 

93) Trial of Paymaster Lt..Tadayashu Ooishi and Cpl. Tgutcmu Yamada. 

Date & Place of Trial: 18 May 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Ill-treatment of 3 prisoners of mr, Indians. 

Verdict; Doth found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for '2 years, 1, 

" " 6 months, 1, 

Confirmed. 


94) Trial of Cpl. Kazutoshi Okuri. 

Date & Place of Trial; 18 May 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge:. Murder of a Chinese labourer, or alternatively, unlawfully 
assaulting the said person, thereby occasioning him act'll 
bodily ham. 

Verdict; Guilty cf sooond charge, lot guilty of first charge. 
Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Confirmed, 

95) Trial of .Capt, Masac Okubo. 

• Date & Place of Trial; 22 May 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder of 2 prisonersaf war at New Guinea (2 charges). 

Verdict: Guilty of both charges. . 

Sentence; Death by hanging, * . 

Confinnod and executed. 


96 ^ Trial rf Sgt.Maj.Karuyosiii Shimada. 

* Date & Place of Trial: 29 May 1946 nt Rabaul, 

Chorge; Ill-treatncnt of a number cf Indian prisoners of war. 
Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Confirmed. 








88 ) Trial <?f Sgt, Hir-shi Sato* 

Date & Place of Trial: 16 May 1946 at Rabaui. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a Prisoner of V7rr, 

• Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Confirmed. 

89) Trial of Paymaster Sergeant Major Hachiro Uo.. 

Sate & riaco cf Trial: 16 1 ay 1946 at Rabaui, 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Confirmed, 

90) Trial of Cpl. Saikai Ozawa. , 

Date & Place of Trial: 17 May 1946 at Rabaui, 

Charge: Illtreatment of a prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, * r 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Confirmed,, 

91) Trial of Capt. Toma Ikeba and 3 others. 

Date <£ Place of Trial: 17 May 1946 at Rabaui, 

Charge:, Murder cf an Indian, 

Verdict: All accused found guilty. 

Sentences: De&th by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 10 years, 1, 

" " 1 " , 2 . 

Confirmed. 

92) Trial of Sgt, Yasuaki Okubo. 

Date & Place of Trial: 18 May 1946 at- RabaUl, 

Charge; Ill-treatment of a prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 1 year. 

Confirmed. 

93) Trial of Paymaster Lt. .Tadayashu Ooishi and Cpl. Tsutcmu Yamada, 

Date & Place of Trial: 18 May 1946 at Rabaui, 

Charge: Ill-treatment of 3 prisoners of mr, Indians. 

Verdict: Both found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 2 years, 1, 

" " 6 months, 1, 

Confirmed, 

94) Trial of Cpl. Kazutoshi Okuri. 

Date & Place of Trial- 18 thy 1946 ut Rabaui, 

Charge: # Murder of a Chineso labourer, or alternatively, unlawfully 
assaulting the said person, thereby occasioning him act'll 
bodily ham. 

Vcrdiot: Guilty of second chargo, Lot guilty of first charge. 

Sentence: In$>rir.onment for 2 years. 

Confirmed, 

95) Trial of Capt, Masac. Okubo. 

• Date & Place of Trial; 22 May 1946 at Rabaui, 

Charge: Murder of 2 prisonersaf war at New Guinea (2 charges). 

Verdict: Guilty of both charges, . 

Sentence: Dea*th by hanging. 

Confirmed and executed, 

# M 

96 ) Trial of 8gt,Maj,Kc.J uyoshi Shimada. 

• Date & Place of Trial: 29 May 1946 at Rabaui, 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a number cf Indian prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Confirmed, 
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97) Trial cf Civilian Officer Hisashi Yaman»to and Minor Civ.Offor. 
Puminiko Katoyama. 

Date & Place of Trial: 30-31 May 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder of 2 natives of New Britain, 2 separate charges. 

Verdiot: Guilty of both charges. 

Sentence: Yamamoto, Death by hanging, 

Katayama, Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Confirmed. 

A 

96) Trial of Pte. Masao Fukushima. 

Date & Piaoe of Trial: 30 - 31 May 1946 at Rabaul. 

ChnrfT*: Muidor of a member of the Australian Inperial Force. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentonoo: Death by hanging. 

99) Trial of Sgt, Isao Mukai. 

Date & Place of Trial; 6 June 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge; Ill-treatment of 2 prisoners of war, 2 separate oharges. 
Verdict: Guilty of both charges. 

Sentence:. Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Findings and sentence on first charge not confirmed. 
Confirmed on second charge. 

100) Trial of S/kaj. Shigeru Okimura and Cpl. Eisuku Kasai. 

Date & Place of T r ial; 6 July 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge; Ill-treatment of an Indian prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 18 months, 1, 

" " 1 year, 1. 

Confirmed, 

101) Trial of S/kaj. Kiichi Ninomiya. 

Date A Plaae of Trial: 8 June 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Ill-treatment of prisoners of war in that he failed 

to provide them with proper food. 

Verdiot; Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 1 year* 

Confirmed. 

102) Trial of Cpl. Susumu Sakairi. 

Date & Place of Trial: 11 June 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge; Unlawful assault of a Chinese national, 

Verdiot: Guilty*. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 months. 

Confirmed. 

103) Trial of Cpl, Mitsuo Kataoka. 

Date, & Place of Trial : 13 Juno 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a Chinese prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Confirmed. 

104) Trlnl of Cpl. ftyuji Kuto. 

Date & Place of Trial; 13 June 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge*: Ill-treatment of a Chinese prisoner cf war. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentenoe: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Confirmed. 

• 

105) Trial of Sgt. Toshio Shigeta, 

Date & Place of Trial: 14 Juno 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a Chinese prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Confirmed, 
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106) Trial of Cpl, Donshiro Suzuki. 

Date & Place of Trial: 14 - 15 Juno 1946 at Rabaul. 
Charge; Ill-treatment of a Chinoae prisoner of war. 
Verdict: Guilty, 

■sentence- Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Confirmed., 

1C?) Trial of Cpl, Kamoo Nakamura, 

Date & Place of Trinl: 15 June 1946 ai Rabaul. 

Charge; Ill-treatment of a Chinese prisoner of rnr, 

Verdict; Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment-for 4 years. 

Confirmed. 




i 


108) Trial of Cpl. Tsutomu Yamada. 

Date & Place of Trial; 17 June 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ill-treatment <f 2 Chinese prisoners of’war (2 separate 

charges). 

Verdict: Guiltv on both chargee. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Confirmed, 

Trial of Sgt.MaJ. iiakitaro Yoshioka and 2 others. 

Date & Place of Trial; 8-9 July 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: (l) Ill-treatment of 2 Indian prisoners of war. 

(2) Ill-treatment of 3 Indian prisoners of war. 

13 ) That they beat an Indian prisoner of war. 

Ik) That they beat 2 Indian prisoners of war. 

. • (Charges against oiie or more of tho accused). 

Ver’ict: All found guilty on one or more .charges. 

Sentences:. Imprisonment for 5 years, 1, 

11 11 2 ’ " 1 

" " 6 months, 1. 

Confirmed, 


110) Trial of Sgt. Morizo - Sakashita. 

5ate & p] ace of Trial: 8 July 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Ill-treatment of an Indian prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Confirmed. 


Ill) Trial of 2/Lt.Surgeon Sodami Mukohata and 3 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 10-12 July 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of Indian prisoners of war (2 charges). 

Verdict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 3. 

Sentences; Imprisonment for 15 years, 1, 

1. 11 7 •< i f 

" " 3 " . l. 

Confirmed, 


112) Trial of 1st Dt. Tadenori Kishi and Cpl, Jitchoku Shinijiri. 

Date & Place of Trial: 11th July 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Iix-treatment of 3 Indian prisoners of war (3 separate 

charges), 

' Verdict: Both accused found guilty on one cr more charges. 

Sentences. Imprisonment for 12 months, 1, 

" " 3 years, 1. 

Confirmed. 


113) Trial of Sgt.Maj. Chuichi Tanaka and 2 others. 

IV to .?• pi arc of Trill: 12 July 1946 at.Rabaul. 

Charge: ’ Ill-treatment of 3 Indian prisoners of war (2 charges'' 

Verdict! Guilty, 

Sentences: Imprisonment far 2 years, 1, 

" " 12 months, 1, 

" " 6 " , 1 . 

Confirmed, 
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114) Trial of 2nd/Lt. Sodami Mukohata and Gapt. Hisakichi Kubo. 

Date & Place of Trial: 25th - 31st July 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: (l) Murder of an Indian prisoner of war. 

(2; Murder of an Indian prisoner of war, or alternatively 
ill-treatment of the said person. 

(3) Murder of several Indian prisoners of war, or 

alternatively ill-treatment in failing to provide 
then with proper medical care, food and quarters. 
Verdict: Both aonused guilty, with exceptions. 

Sentence: Tnprignnment for 25 years,I, 

" " 15 " ,1. 

Confirmed. 

115) Trial of Sgt. Torazo Tagai. 

Date & Place of Trial: 13 - 22 January 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Torture of civilians at Ramali (3 charges) and at 

Bitagalip (l cnrrge). 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 20 years. 

Findings confirmed. Sentence mitigated to imprisonment 
for 10 years, 

116) Trial of Sgt. Maj, Chikara Maehata. 

Date & Place of Trial: 18 January 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Torture of a civilian at Ralabang, 

Verdiot: Not Guilty. 

117) Tried, of Sgt.Maj. Yoshihiko Kitada. 

Date & Place of Trial: 19 - 22 January 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Torture at Romali of 5 civilians (3 charges) and at 

Bitagalip of 2 civilians (l charge). 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 30 years. 

Findings confirmed and sentence mitigated to 
imprisonment for 10 years. 

118) Trial of Sgt.Maj, T'-izo Furukawa. 

Date & Place of Trial: 22 - 23 January 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Torture of a civilian at New Britain, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Death by hanging. 

119) Trial of Lt. Akahisa Abe. 

Date & Place of Trial: 24 - 25 January 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Unlawfully assaulting a civilian in occupied territory. 

Verdict: Not guilty. 

120) Trial, of Sgt.Maj. Kamio Murao and W/0 Jiro Ueda. 

Date & Place of Trial: 28 January and 2 February 1946 at Rabaul. 
Charge: Torturing a civilian at Rabaul, 

Verdict: Both found guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years, 1, 

" "3 ", 1. 

Confirmed, 

121) Trial of Hishashi Yamamoto and Funihiko Katayama. 

Date & Place of Trial: 6-12 February 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge; Murder of a native at Ramata. 

Verdict: Not guilty. 

122) Trial of Cpl, Hnrumoto Ayizawa, 

Date & Place of Trial: 14 February 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of Chinese soldiers, prisoners of war (2 charges). 

Verdict: C^ity of both charges. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life, 

* Confirmed, 











123) Trial of Capt. Yasuo Ichiyama and Capt, Morizo Kato. 

Date & ''lace of Trial;- 8 r 12 March 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder at Namale of a Chinese prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Both accused not guilty, 

124) Trial of W/0 Tsujiji Matsumoto and 2 others. • 

Date. <& Place of Trial: 19th March 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge; Murder of u Chinese civilian. 

Verdict: • Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 2. 

Sentence: Death by hanging, 2. • 

Confirmed, 

123) Trial of Capt, Nuoji Kashimoto 

Date & Place cf T r ial: 20th March 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge; Murder of two Indian Arny prisoners of war. 
Verdict: Not Guilty, 

126) Trial of Lt. Munetoshi Saito and Sgt.Maj. Kikatsu Otagupo. 

Date & Plaje of Trial; 27th March 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge; Murder of a member of the Indian Amy, 

Verdict; Not Guilty, 

127) Trial of 1st Lt. Kenichi Kitamura, 

Dcte & Place of Trial: 8-9 April 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge; • Murder of a Chinese civilian at Nauru Island, 

Verdict: Mot Guilty, 

128) Trial of Lt, Mitsuo Tasaka and 2 others. 

Date & Place of T r ial; 23rd April 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder of 4 Chinese prisoners of war. 

Verdict; All Guilty, 

Sentences; Death by hanging, 2, 

Imprisonment for life, 1, 

Confirmed, 

129) Trial of Lt, Jiro Sakata and 5 others. 

Date fr place of Trial; 29 - 3° April 1946 at-Rabaul, 

, Charge: Murder at Ocean Island of.persons unknown. 

Verdict; Not guilty, 2, 

Guilty, 4. • 

Sentences; Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 15 years, 1, 

» » 7 « 2 , . 

Confirmed. 

t 

^ 7 ,y. i..lnl of Lt.Cmdr. Hirrumi Nakayama, 

Date & Place of Trial: '30th i4 pril 1946 at Rabau-l, 

Charge; Murder at Nauri Island of 2 Chinese civilians. 
Verdict; Not Guilty, 

131) Trial of Lt. Nobjaki Yamaguchi and 6. others. 

Date & Place of Trial; 1st May 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder ufc Ocean Island of persons unknown. 

Verdict: All the accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 20 years, 4, 

it 15 ft f 2. 

Confirmed, 

132) Trial of Cpl, M; tsusuke Yano. 

Date & Place of T rial; 3-4 May 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Mmdur of 5 members of the Indian Army, PoW. 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 

133) Trial of Fnymastor Lt. Tadayusu Ooishi. 

Date & Place d' Trial; 4-6 May 1°46 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder of a member of tho Indian .Amy, 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 
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123) Trial of Capt. Yasuo Ichiyama and Capt, Morizo Kato. 

Date & ^lace of Trial: 8 r 12 March 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder at Namale of a Chinese prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Both accused not guilty, 

124) Trial of W/0 Tsujiji Matcumoto and 2 others. • 

Date. & Place of "Vial: 19th March 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge; Murder of a Chinese civilian. 

Verdict: • Not guilty, 1, 

Cuilty, 2. 

Sentence: Death by hanging, 2. * ■ 

Confirmed, 

125) Trial of Capt, Naoji Kashimoto 

Date & Place of Tried: 20th March 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of two Indian Arny prisoners of war. 

Verdict; Not Guilty. 

126) Trial of Lt. Munetoshi Saito and Sgt.Maj. Kikatsu Otaguro. 

Date & Place of Trial: 27th March 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder uf a rremher of the Indian Army, 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 

12?) Trial of 1st Lt, Kenichi Kitamura. 

Dcte & Place of Trial: 8-9 April 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: • Murder of a Chinese civilian at Nauru Island, 
Ve rd ic t: t Gui 1 ty, 

128) Trial of Lt, Mitsuo Tasaka and 2 others. 

Date & Place of T r ial : 23rd April 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder of 4 Chinese prisoners of war. 

Verdict: All Guilty. 

Sentences; Death by hanging, 2, 

Imprisonment for life, 1. 

Confirmed, 

129) Trial of Lt, Jiro Sakata and 5 others. 

Date & Place of Trial; 29 - 30 April 1946 at- Rabaul, 

. Charge: Murder at Ocean Island of.persons unknown. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 2, 

Guilty, 4. • 

Sentences: Death by hanging, :1, 

Imprisonment for 15 years, 1, 

i* " 7 " 2, . 

Confirmed. 

u .Ini of Lt.Cmdr. Hirrumi Nakayama. 

Date & Place of Trial: ‘30th -‘‘pril 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder at Nauri Island of 2 Chinese civilians. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 

131) Triad of Lt. Nobjaki Yamaguchi and 6, others, 

Dato 1 Place of Trial; 1st May 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder at Ocean Island of persons unknown. 

Verdict: All the accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

' Imprisonment for 20 years, 4, 

" " 15 " , 2. 

Confirmed. 

132) Trial of Cpl. M.tsusuke Yano. 

Date & Place of T rial: 3-4 May 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of 5 members of the Indian Anry, PcW, 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 

133) Trial of Pnymostor Lt. Tadayusu Ooishi. 

Date- & Place d‘ Trial; 4-6 May l n 46 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder of a member of the IndionArny. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 











134) Trial of Surgeon Lt, Toro Kuga and 2 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 7 May 1946 at Rr.baul. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of prisoners of war, Indian soldiers. 

Verdict: All accused not guilty, 

135) Trial ofll0D Hideo Ochi and Cpl. Katsumi Takahashi, 

Date & Place of Trial; 8 Hay 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of an Indian Po^. 

Verdict: N 0 t Guilty. 

136) Trial of 2nd Lt. Tadashi Sugimeto and Cpl. Katsuo Kibo. 

Date & Place of 1'rial: 9 May 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder of an Indian Frisoner of war. 

Verdict: Both accused not guilty. 

137) Trial of Cpl, Torao Morioka. 

> of Trial: 10 May 19^6 at Rabaul, 

Murder of a member of the Indian Array. 

Not Guilty, 

138) Trial of Motoi Motegi and 3 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 11 May 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder of an Indian prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 3. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 3. 

Confirmed and executed, 

139) Trial of Sgt.Maj, Yosbinori Machida, 

Date & Place of Trial; 13-14 May 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Torture at Rabaul of 2 civilians (2 charges). 

Verdict: Guilty of both charges. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Confirmed, 

140) Triad of Capt. Riichi Otsuka. 

Date & Place of T r ial: 17 May 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder of a Chinese civilian prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 

141) Trial of Sgt, Kihatsu Chiba, 

Date & Place of Trial: 20 May 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a prisoner of war, an Indian soldier. 

Verdict: Not guilty. 

142) Trial of Sgt.Maj, Tadashi Matsumura. 

Date & Place of Trial: 21 May 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder of an Indian soldior. 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed. 

143) T rial of Lt.Gen, Takeo Ito and 8 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 24th May 19^6 at Rabaul, 

Chargo: liurdor of a number of Chinese civilians, half-oaste 

civilians and natives. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 2, 

Guilty, 7. 

Sentences: Doath by hanging, 5, 

" " shooting, 2, 

Non-confirmation of findings and sentences promulgated 
to 4 accused. Findings and sentences of the 
remaining 3 accused confirmed and executed. 


«ate & . 
^harge: 
Verdiot 
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144) T r ial of Kotoro Kitnmura and 2 others, civilians. 

Date & Place of TrJ.al: 25 - 28 Kay 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder oi a member of the Australian Imperial Force, 

Verdict; " All accused guilty. 

Sentences; Death by hanging, 3, 

Confirmed. 

145) Trial of L/Cpl. Hichao Mena. 

. Date & PIac> of Trial: 98 My 1946 at Rabaul’. 

Charges (l^ Mutilation of the body of a deceased 3oldior. 

(2) Cannibalism. 

Verdict: Both accused not guilty, 

146 ) Trial of Yoshinori Hayashi, a civilian. 

Date & Place of Trial; 29 - 30 .May 1946 at Habaul. 

Charge;’ Murder of a meniber of the Australian Army, a Po^, 

Verdict: Guilty, , , 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed and executed. 

147) Trial of Col, Mori3ab<iro Takayu, 

Date & Place of Trial: 31 May 1946 aid 1 June 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder of an Indian soldier. 

Verdict: 'Guilty. _ 

Sentence: Imprisonment far 10 years. 

Findings and sentence quashed, 

« 1 , * 

148) Trial of Civilian Officer Daijiro Yama3£iki, 

Date & Place of Trial; 3-4 Juno 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder cf an inhabitant cf New Ireland, or alternatively, 

i]1-treatment of the said person.*(2 charges). 

Verdict: Guilty of' manslnlighter on 1st charge. Not guilty on 

second charge. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Confirmed, 

149) Trial of i/Cpl. Minoru Honda, 

Date & Place of Trial; 6 Juno 1946 at, i:abau2 ; 

ChargoS Ill-treatment of a member of the Indian Arny ; -V 
Verdict: Not Guilty, 


150) Trial of Capt. Takashi Seld, . 

Date & Place of Trial; 7 June 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of an Indian prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence 5 . Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Confirmed. 


151) Trial of Cpl. Tatsuo Owa. 

Date & Place of Trial; 7 June 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: ' Ill-treatment of prisoners of war, (3 charges) 
Verdict: Guilty on all charges. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Confiimod. 

152) Trial of L/Cpl. Toyagi Ito, 

Dato & Place af Trial: 7 June 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ii 1-treatment of an Indian prisoner of vmr, 

. Verdict; Not Guilty, 

153) Trial of Sgt.Ma.1, Tameo One. 

Date & Place of' Trial; " - c June' 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Ill-treatment of an Indian soldier, a Po7T. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Confirmed, 
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154) Tri&l of Cpl, lucni Ajima. 

Date & Place of Trial: 7-8 Juno 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: t Ill-treatment of an Indian soldier, a prisoner of war. 

VerdictJ Not Guilty, 

» 

155) Trial of Sgt.Maj, Einosuke Iida and Sgt. Hidemori Naknzono. 

Ihto & Place of Trial: 8 June 19a6 at wabaul. 

Charge: Unlawfully assaulting a number of Chinese national*. 

Verdict: Both accused found guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 12months, 2, 

Confirmed. 

, • 

156) Trial of Cpl. Sakari Ogata. 

Date & Place of Trial; 11 - 12 June 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a number of Indian prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Death by hanging. 

Findings confirmed but sentence confuted to 
imprisonment for 20 years, and confirmed, 

157) Trial of L/Cpl, Hideo Aritake. 

Date & Place of Trial: 12 June 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Assaulting 5 Chinese nationals. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

•Sentence : Imprisonment for 6 months. 

Confirmed, 

158) Trial of Cpl, Shigeo Itahashi. 

Date & Place of Trial: 12 June 1946 at Rabaul 
Charge: Murder of an Indian soldier. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 20 years. 

Findings and sentence not confirmed, 

159) Trial of Sgt.Maj, Saburo Karubo, 

Date & Place of Trial: 13 June 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: (1} Ill-treatment of a number of Indian prisoners of war. 

( 2 ) Ill-treatment of an Indian army officer. 

Verdict: Guilty of both charges. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Confirmed. 

160) Trial of Sgt. Jiro Nakade. 

Date & Place of Trial; 13 Juno 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a Chinese soldier, a prisoner of var. 

Verdict: , Not guilty, 

161) Trial of L/Cpl, Toshizaku Kanai. 

Date & Place of Trial: 14 June 194^ at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a prisoners of war, a member of the 

Chinese Army. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 1 year. 

Confirmed, 

162) Trial of Cpl, Shigeto Oye. 

Date & Place of Trial: 15 June 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a Chinese prisoner of war. 

Vcrdiot : Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Confirmed, 










163) Trial of Sgk. Tetnuo Yomaki, 

late & Place of Trial: 15 - 17 June 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Ill-treatnient of a prisoner of war, a member of the 

Chinese National Army. 

Verdicts Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Confirmed* 

164 ) Trial of Cpl, Shi-n Ueno, 

Date & Place of Ttial: 17 June 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge! Ill treatment of a Chin«so prisoner of war-, 

Verdiot: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Confirmed, 

165) Trial of Sgt.Maj# Kazuyoshi Shimada, 

Date & place of Trial: 18 June 19Z 6 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder of a member of the Indian Amy, 

Verdict: . Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Confirmed. 

166 ) ITial of Sgt.Maj, Tsunejiro Kaminaka, 

Date & Place of Trial: 19 J une 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Brutal ill-treatment and beating of 18 Indian 

, prisoners of war, as a result of which the said 

persons died, (15 separate oharges), 

Verdict : Guilty, 

Sentence. Death by hanging, 

* Confirmed, 

1 67 ) Trial of Cpl, Saburo Yamada, 

Date & Placeof Trial; 20 June 1946 at Rabaul, 

Cterge! , Ill-treat.nent of a prisoner of war by cruelly beating 
.him, etc, 

Verdiot: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 4 years. 

Confirmed, 

168) Trial of Capt. Shoichi Yamamoto and 10 others. 

Date & Pjaco of Trial: 20 - 27 May 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder of nuniberous Prisoners of war in their charge, 

or alternatively ill-treatment of the said prisoners 
of war as' a result of which many of them died. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 2, 

Guilty of one or both charges, 9, 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2, 

Imprisonment for 10 years, 7* 

. Confirmed, 

1 69 ) Trial of Cpl, Masaichi Tade, 

Date & Place of Trial: 25 June 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge! Murder of an Indian army prisoner of war, or alternatively 
ill-treatment by cruelly kicking him, (2 charges). 

Verdict: Guilty of 1st charge, not guilty of second charge. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed, 

170) Trial of Masay.shi Tokunaga, a civilian. 

Date 4 Place cf Trial:' 25 - 26 June 19 ',6 rt Robnul, 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a civilian, a Nauruan, 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 1 year. 

Confirmed, 
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171) Trial of Sgt.Ma.I. Kazuyoshi ShinAda. 

Date & Place of Trial: 26 June 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: i-Iurder of two members of the Indian Arny, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Inprisonment for 15 years. 

Confirmed, 


172) Trial of Capt. Hisakichi Kubo and'3 others. 

Date & Place of Trial; 9-10 July 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: (l) (Against Kubo only) iil-treatment of an Indian 
pra soner of war, 

(2) (Against all accused) Ill-treatnent of a second 
Indian prisoner of war. , , 

Verdicts N 0 t guilty, 1, 

Guilty of one or both chargfes, 3» / . .• 

Sentences: Inprisonment fob 6 years, 1, ' 

" " 4 " 1, 

" " 2 • " 1 . 

Confirmed. ■ ' 


173 ) Trial of Cpl. Takeichi Morisaki. ' 

Date & Piaco of Trial; 10 July 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of 2 Indian prisoners of war. 

(2 separate charges). 

Verdict: Guilty of 1st charge, not guilty of 2nd charge. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Confirmed, 


174) Trial of Cpl, Jisaburo Nakamura, 

Date & Place of Trial; 10th July 1946 at Rabaul. 
Charge: Ill-treatment of an Indian soldier, a PoW. 

Verdicts Guilty,' 

Sentence: Inprisonment for 2 years. 

Confirmed. 

175) Trial of Cpl. Kazumi Tafceda. ' 

Date & Place of Trial: 13 - 15 July 1946 at Rabaul. 
Charge: Ill-treatment of Indian prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Inprisonment for 12 months. 

Confirmed. 


176) Trial of Cpl. Zensaburo Tanaka. 

Date & Place of Trial:' 15 July 1946 at Rabaul, 
Charge: Ill-treatment of Indian prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Confirmed. 


177) Trial of 1st Lt, Tadanori Kishi and 6 others. 

Date & Place of Trial; 18 July 1946 at Rabaul. 

Chargo: Ill-treatment of 2 Indian prisoners of war. 

(2 charges). 

Verdict; Not guilty, 1, 

. Guilty, 6, 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 


5 

4 

3 

2 


years, 

n 


2 , 

1 . 

2 , 

1 . 


Confirmed. 










178) Trial of Cpl, Kuniyoahi Hiruiahi, 

Date & Place of Trial: 22nd July 194-6 at Rribo.ul, 

Charge: Cruelly beating and ill-troatlng ta/o Indian 

soldiers, prisoners of war. (2 sepurute charges). 
Verdict: Guilty on both charges. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confined and executed, 

179) Trial of Cpl, Mihoohi May am and 3 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 22nd and 23rd July 194-6 at Hab.-ul. 
Charge: Ill-treatoent of 2 Indian soldiers, pr leone a of 

war, (2 charges). 

Verdict: All the accused guilty on one or both charges. 

Sentences; Ir.tprisonnent for 7 years, 2, 

It It C II 9 

Confirmed, 


VIII. French cage a 


65 ) Trial of Gustav kielke. 

Date & Place of Trial: 6th November 19 46 before a Permanent Mi]itary 
Tribunal at Toulouse. 

Charge: tillage, illegal confinement under threat of death, etc. 

Verdict : Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence: Penal servitude for life. 

6b) Trial of Heinrioh Heuach. 

Date oc Pxace of Trial: /th November 1946 before u permanent Military 
Tribunal at Meta. 

Charge: Wilfully striking, a Russian prisoner of war in trance. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 months. 

67 ) Trial of Adolphe Schuslar and Charles Lofflor. 

Date & Place of Tried: 13th November 194b at Mots, before a Permanent 
Mil itnry Tribunal, 

Charge: Wilfully striking, wounding of French and Russian 

nationals in France, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Schusler, Imprisonment for 9 months, 

Loffler, w "1 year. 

68) Trial of Wilhelm Mattel. 

Date & Place of Trial; 13th November 1946 at Toulouse before a 
Permanent Military Tribunal. 

Charge; Homicide of a French national. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Penal Sorvitudc for life, 

69 ) Trial of Johachim Scherhag, 

Date & Place of Trial: 13th November 1946 before a Permanent Military 
Tribuntil at Toulouse, 

Charge: Murder; complicity in wilful striking and wounding and in 

homicide, all committed against French nationals. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death, 

70) Trial of Albert Fiedler and August Bachmann. 

Date & Place of Trial; 26th November 1946 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Bordeaux. 

Charge: Wilfully striking and wounding French nationals. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence: Fiedler, imprisonment for 23 months, 

Bachnann, " "6 11 . 

71) Trial of Paul Korber. 

Date & Place of Trial: 27th November 1946 before a General military 
Government Tribunal at Knstatt, 

Charge: Killing of Italian prisoners of war in Germany. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years, but excused from serving 

the last six years. 

72) Trial 01 Albert Wagner. 

Date & Plane of Trial: 29th November 1946 before a General Military 
Government Tribunal at Rastatt. 

Charge: Killing of and violence against deported Russian workers 

in Germany. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 15 years. 
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73) Trial of Karl Dorner. 

i»ate & Plooe of Trial: 3rd October*; 194-6 before a Porrmwnt-Jiilxtarv 
Tribunal at Dijon. 

Charge; Deliberate wounding of a French civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for one year. 

74) Trial of Fran 2 Otto Fi^drich Holstein, 

Date ti Place of Trial: 24th October 1946 at Dijon before a 
permanent Military Tribunal, 

Charge: Complicity in premeditated murder of a Frenoh civilian. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence: Penal Servitude far life, 

75) Trial of Jacob Waksmann. 

Date & Place of Trial: 4th December 1946 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Paris. 

Charge: Intelligence with the enemy and deliberately striking and 

wounding persons at .'.uschwitz, including Frenchmen. 

Verdict: Guilty of deliberately striking and wounding, but not 

guilty of intelligence with the enemy. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

76) ftrial of Engelbert Matusohik. 

Date & Place of Tried: 10th Decerhber 1946 before a General Military 
Government Tribunal at Restatt, 

Charge: Murder of a German political internee and acts of great 

cruelty committed against political internees of 
different nationalities. 

Verdict: Not guilty, on the facts of the murder; guilty of the 

alleged cruelty, but with extenuating circunstanoea. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years. 

77) Tried of Jacques Katz. 

Aite & Place of Trial: 17th December 1946 before a General Military 
Government Tribunal at Restatt, 

Charge: Aggravated assault committed when he was leader of a 

column, of an ascertained number of foreign political 
deportoos, causing in particular the death of one of then. 

Verdict: Not guilty of murder, but guilty of aggravated assault. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years, 

78) Trial of Johann Comely. 

Date & Place of Trial: 18th December 1946 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Paris. 

Charge: Wilfully killing a French prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circunstancos. 

Sentence: Penal Servitude for 5 years. 


T9) Trial of Ldo Hoehn. 

Date & Place of Trial: 9th January 1947 before a permanent Military 
Tribunal at Metz. 

Charge: Deliberately striking and wounding, resulting in the 

unintentional killing of a civilian in France, 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 


80) Trial of Pierre Humbert, 

Date & Place cf Trial: 9th January 1947 bofore a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Metz. 

Charge: Deliberate striking of a Russian and of an Italian, both 

prisoners of war. 

Verdiet: Guilty but with extenuating circturnstancos. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 months. 










81) Trial of Wilhelm W«idlg. 

Date A Place of Trial: 10th January, 1947» before a Permanent 
Military Tribunal at Marseille. 

Charge: Complicity in premeditated murder of French prisoners 

of war. 

Verdiot: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death. 

The acousod lodged an appeal. 

82) Trial of Karl Ernst Herbert Ehrlich 

Date & Place of Trial:14th January 1947 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Toulouse, 

Charge: Conspiracy and premeditated murder of two French 

nationals. 

Verdiot: G ilty of conspiracy but not guilty of murdor, 

Sentenoe: Penalty Servitude for 20 years. 

83) Trial of Auguste Boncina, an Italian national. 

Date & place of Trial: l6th January 1947 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal ut Lille. 

Charge: Robbery oommitted againut a French national and 

intentional wounding of a French national, causing 
incapacity to work for more than 20 days, 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years. 

84) Trial of Albert Maria Ldon Raskin. 

Date & Place of Trial:l6th January 1947 before a Perraonant Military 
Tribunal at Iyon, 

Charge: Conspiracy to commit offences against persons and 

property in France. 

Verdiot: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentenoe: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

85) Trial of Ernst Dunkcr. 

Date & Place of Trial: 22nd January 1947 at Marseille before a 
Permanent Military Tribunal, 

Charge; Conspiracy; premeditated murder; complicity in premeditated 
murder, illegal confinements and acts of barbarism and 
theft, all oommitted in Franoe, 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death. 

86) Trial of Paul Hermann Hartmann, 

Date & Place of Trial: 28th January 1947 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Rennes. 

Charge: Premeditated murdor of a French national* 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence; Death, 

87) Drial of Ruppert Sohmit, Erich Andreas Gottlieb Zapf and Conrad Heins, 

Date & place of Trial: 28th January 1947 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Rennes. 

Charge: Schmit : Murder and theft with aggravating circumstances. 

Zapf; Theft with aggravating circumstances and 
complicity in murder. 

Heins : Complicity in theft. 

-<*11 offences committed against a French national. 

Verdiot: Sc limit; Guilty of theft and of wounding, 

Zapf: ) Guilty of theft but with extenuating circumstances 
Heins; ) in favour of Zapf, 

Sentences: Schmit: Penal servitude for 20 years. 

Zapf: Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Heins: (in his absence) Penal servitude for 5 years. 
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88) Trial of Willy Biewald, Hans Hermann Heiklaus, Wiegner and Golucka. 

(Christian numes of the last two named accused, unknown. 
Accused were tried in their absenoe). 

Date & Plaoe of Trial; 29th January 1947 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at (Tonnes. 

Charge: Biewald; Premeditated murder of a French national. 

The other three accused; Complicity in the premeditated 
murder, 

Verdiot: All the accused found guilty, but with extenuating 

circumstances in favour of Biewald, Heiklaus and Wiegner, 
S<=»nt»n'v»*'* Biewald ’ nd Penal servitude for life. 

Weigner (in his abacnoe), Penal servitude for 20 years, 
Golucko,(in his absence), Death, 

89) Trial 0 f Hans Hofmann, 

Date & Place of Trial; 30th January 1947 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at byon. 

Charge; Deliberate killing of one French patriot and the complicity 
in the killing of others. 

Verdict; Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence: Penal Servitude for life, 

90) Trial of Walter Alfred Willy Keilpflug, and 5 other®. 

Date & Place of Trial: 30th January 1947 before a Perraenant Military 
Tribunal ut Lyon, 

Charge: As to Keilpflug and another, illegal arrest and theft with 

aggravating circumstances, 

A 3 to the remainder, theft with aggravating ciroumstances, 
all the offences against a French national, 

Verdiot: Not guilty, 3, 

Guilty, but with extenuating ciroumstances, 1, 

The trial of two accused who wore in flight was severed* 
Sentence: Detention for 5 years, 

91) Trial of Georg S c hlchuber and 2 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 30th January 1947 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at bvon. 

Chargo: Deliberate killing and illegal arrest of French nationals* 

Verdict: Not guilty, 2. 

Schlehubcr guilty only of illegal arrest and with 
extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence: Penal Servitude for 5 years, 

92) Trial of Gilbert Charles Emilicn Schmitt and Helmroioh 

Date & Plaoe of Trial; 30th January 1947 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Lyon, 

Charge; War-time pillage committed against French nationals. 

Verdict: Schmitt, not guilty, 

Helmreich fpund guilty in his absenco. 

Sentence: Death, 

93) firio.1 of Wilhelm l'ritz Franz Adolf Bossc, 

Date & Place of Trial; 30th January 1946 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Reones. 

Charge: Premeditated murder of French nationals, 

Verdiot: . Guilty, 

Sentence: Death 


94) Trial of Peter Schinktr and 4 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 30th Jnnuary 1947 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Rennes, 

Charge: Four aqcured r.f deliberate arson, one accused of conplicity 

in deliberate arson. 

Verdict: All found guilty, but with extenuating circumstances in 

favour uf Schinkcr and 2 others. 

Sentences: Two accused, in their absence sentenced to death. 

Two accused, in their absence, sentenced to penal servitude 
for 13 years, 

Sohinker sentenced to Penal Servitude for 15 yeara. 










95) Trial of Franz Otto Friedrich Holstein and 23 others, all members 

ui the 3.D. ana the Ge3tapo of Dijon* 

Date & Plane of Trial: 3rd. February 1947 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Dijon. 

Charges: (Against various aooused) 

Complicity in reprisal killing, complicity in arson, 
complicity in murder, complicity in pillage, attempts 
against the French 3tate security* All offences 
comitted in occupied France* 

Verdict: N 0 t guilty, 2* 

Go-p ty # 22, including Iloisceau* 

Sentenoos: D ea th, 20* 

Penal Servitude for 20 years, 1, 

" " " 15 " , 1. 

96) Trial of Walter Knapp, 

Date Sc Place of Trial: 11th February 1947 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Mots. 

Charge: Theft committed against a French national* 

Vordiot: Not Guilty* 

97) Trial of Fritz Muller. 

Date St Place of Trial: 11th February 1947 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Metz. 

Charge: Theft committed against 2 French civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty of one act of theft but with oxtenuating ciroumstancos* 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 months. 

98) Trial of Christian Hallier, 

Date & Place of Trial: 14th February 1947 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Motz* 

Charge: Attempt against the French State security* 

Verdict: Not guilty* 

99) Trial of Alois Bomner, Anna Bommer, Elfriede, Maria and Hilde Boomer* 

Date & Plaoe of Trial: 19th February 1947 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Metz* 

Charge: Against Alois and anna Bommer, theft and receiving of 

stolen goods. Against the others, receiving of 
stolen goods* 

Verdict: Elfrieda Bommer, not guilty. 

The remainder guilty of receiving stolen goods, but with 
extenuating circumstances in favour of two* 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 18 months, 2, 

" " 4 " , 2* 

100) T*.ial of Bruno Birkendorfer and Fritz Ermisoh* 

Dato & Place of Trial: 27th February 1947 before a Permanent Military 
Tribunal at Marseille* 

Charge: Complicity in the premeditated murder of a French police 

insf>eotor. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances in favour of 

Birkendorfer. 

Sentences: Birkendorfer, Penal Servitude for 10 years, 

Ennisoh, Death. 









X. Chinese Cases 


l) Trial of Takashi Sakai 

Date & Place of Trial: 27th August 1946 before a Chinese War 
Crimes Military Tribunal of the Ministry of 
National Defence, Nanking, 

Charge: Participation in the war of aggression and of 

inciting or permitting his subordinates to murder 
prisoners of war, wounlod soldiers and non- 
combatants; to rape, plunder, deport civilians; 
to indulge in cruel punishment and torture and to 
cause destruction of property. 

Vcruiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death, 


XI).Dutch Cases. 

l) Trial of Yamura Saburoh. 

Date & Place of Trial: 13 th September 1946 before a Netherlands 
Temporary Courts Martial at Balikpapen, (N.E.I,) 

Charge: That he systematically carried out a reign of 

terror against civilians and prisoners of war atrSanga- 
Sanga, N.E.I., that he repeatedly and unnecessarily 
ill-treated them even when ill, in a manner far 
exceeding the limits of the normal exercise of 
dispipline. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death. 

Confirmed. 


XIl). Norwegian Cases. 

l).Trial of Karl-Hans Hermann Klinge. 

Date A Place of Trial: 27th February 1946 before the Supreme 
Court of Norway. 

Charge: Torture of 18 Norwegian citizens, of whom one died 

as a result of the ill-treatment. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death 


2) Trial of Richard Wilhelm Hermann Bruns and 2 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 20th March 1946 before the Eidsivating 
Lagmannsrett, (Court of Criminal Appeal). 

Murder, 

Brutal torture of Norwegian citizens. 

All defendants found guilty of the torture charges. 
Death by shooting, 3» 


Cnarge: 

(2 

Verdict: 

Sentence: 


(1 J 
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X. Chinese Oa3es . 

1) Trial cf Takashi Sakai 

Date & Place of Trial: 27th August 19k6 before a Chinese War 
Crimes Military Tribunal of the Ministry of 
National Defence, Nanking, 

Charge: Participation in the war of aggression and of 

inciting or permitting his subordinates to murder 
prisoners of war, wounded soldiers and non- 
oonbatantsj to rape, plunder, deport civilians; 
to indulge in cruel punishment and torture and to 
cause destruction of property. 

Ve rdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death, 


XT),Dutch Cases. 


Trial of Yamura Saburoh. 

Date & Place of Trial: 13th September 1SU-6 before a Netherlands 
Temporary Courts Martial at Balikpapen, (N.E.I.) 

Charge: That he systematically carried out a reign of 

terror against civilians and prisoners of war atrSanga- 
Sanga, N.E.I., that he repeatedly and unnecessarily 
ill-treated them even when ill, in a manner far 
exceeding the limits of the normal exercise of 
dispipline. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death. 

Confirmed. 


o 


XIl). Norwegian Cases. 

l).Trial of Karl-Hans Hermann Klinge. 

Date & Place of Trial: 27th February 19k6 before the Supreme 
Court of Norway. 

Charge: Torture of 18 Norwegian citizens, of whom one died 

as a result of the ill-treatment. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death 


2) Trial of Richard Wilhelm Hermann Bruns and 2 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 20th March 19k6 before the Eidsivating 
Lagmannsrett, (Court of Criminal Appeal). 

Murder, 

Brutal torture of Norwegian citizens. 

All defendants found guilty of the torture charges. 
Death by shooting, 3» 


Cnarge: 

(2 

Verdict: 
Sentenoe: 


(1 i 


A 


i 
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Surre nder of ~,7ar Criminals by the Amer ican Authorities . 

The following letter and its enclosure received from Dr. R, 
Zivkovi^. thfe Yugoslav Representative, is circulated to members 
of the Commission for consideration at its next meeting. 


7th May, 1947. 


Dear General de Baer, 

I have just received a letter from the Yugoslav 'Jar Crimes 
Investigating Team with USFET, Augsburg, Germany, advising me of the 
foilowing:- 

For several months, namely since October last, the 
American authorities in Germany have declined to hand over war 
criminals who have been listed by the United Nations 'Jar Crimes 
Commission without the presentation of the same facts and evidenoe 
as those on the basis of which these criminals were listed by our 
Commission. At the same time they retain full discretionary power 
to judge each case and do not feel bound by the decisions of our 
Commission, thus invalidating in its entirety the procedure of our 
Commission. 

There were recently two such cases; one regarding a certain 
Otto LURCHER (or LURKER) whose name appears on cur List No. 13, Serial 
No. 901, and the other concerning a Horst FLANK, whose name is in List 
No, 14, Serial No. 671. In both cases the American authorities 
ignored their being on our lists and asked for submission of full 
evidence and particulars. In this connection I attach copy of a 
letter of the American authorities for your information. 

In addition to this, the American authorities have introduced 
a separate measure to deal with war criminals wanted by Yugoslavia, 
and I am advised that this exceptional measure is in fact applied only 
with regard to Yugoslavia and to no other country. Y/horeas in the 
case of any other Allied country the Zonal Commander had transferred 
his powers (conferred on him by Law No. 10) to the United States J u dge 
Advocate's Office, Y/ar Crimes Branch, in the case of the Yugoslav 
requests decisions are being taken by the Legal Division, OMOUS in 
Berlin. 

The Yugoslav authorities feel that such n discriminating 
attitude towards the Yugoslav Government is somewhat offending since 
there is absolutely no grounds to justify it and they have taken 
appropriate steps. 

I am directed to report this situation to the United Nations 
War Crimes Commission, particularly in regard to the refusal to hand 
over war criminals whose names appear on our Commission's lists 
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and the imposition of a procedure which nullifies the whole work 
of our Commission. 

I would therefore be ;rateful if you could bring this 
mutter before Committee I, and if necessary to the Commission 
itself, and find a way in which to remedy this very unsatisfactory 
position. 

Yours sincerely, 

(Signed)Dr. R. ZIVKOVIC. 


Bv/cn, 

7708 COMMAND, Jk P0 178. 

31 March 1947. 

000.5 EXT (101-39) 

SUBJECT: Extradition of Otto LURCHER (LURKER) to Yugoslavia. 

TO: Commanding Officer, Yugoslav 7/ar Crimes Liaison Detachment, 

7708 7/ar Crimes Group, APO 178, U.S. Army, 


1. Reference extradition request, your Detachment, for Otto LURCHER 
(LURKER), dated 22 April 1946. 

2. This Group has been advised by the Director, Legal Division, 
OMGUS, as follows: 

"A decision in the case under review cannot be made unless 
the request for surrender of the individual concerned is accompanied 
by a clear statement of the law violated, the acts charged as 
violation and evidence affording a reasonable support to the charge. 

"It would, therefore, be appreciated if you would obtain 
the required information and forward it to this office". 

FOR THE COMMANDING OFFICER: 

MARK AMEN 
Lt.Col, AGD 

Chief, Apprehension Section. 

Telephone: 7368. 










UNITED NATIONS 


Doc. C, 257 

:*y 29, 1947. 


'..'■AR CRLJSS COTISSION 


Ilanding over of War Criminals by No utral J^.ountvic 0 , 
(Resolution adopted ••> 3 *' the Cc. r .dn.-.Ion on 21 *-u '.-ty # 1947) 


The attontioi of the United Nations 'ifor Crimes Cor.inission has 
been drawn to the disinclination shown by the Governments of certain 
neutral countries to hand over for trial, before a court of one of the 
United Nations, persons accused of having connittcd war crimes. Governments 
have hesitated to 3 u -render war criminals even in cases whore the names of 
the wanted persons appear on the lists issued by the Commission. 

It nay perhaps assist the Government of a Neutral State which is 
considering a request for the surrender of a war criminal if it were to 
bo informed that names are only placed on the Commission's lists after 
careful weighing of the evidence produced in each case by the prosecuting 
government. The presence of a name on the list indicates that, in the 
opinion of an important international body, a pri:.m facio ca.se has been 
established against the accused which justifies his being brought to trial, 
bofore the appropriate court, fly failing to hand over the accused for 
trial, the Neutral Government c ncemed would bo impeding, however 
unwittingly, the performance of the task for which the United Nations Y'ar 
Crimea Ccnnicelon was created. 

In cases where the presence of a war criminal in a particular 
neutral country is suspected, but not known for certain, it would be 
greatly appreciated by the Commission if the enquiring United Nations 
Government could bo informed -whether or no the accused person is in faot 
residing in that country. Failure to give this information may impede 
the prosocution of enquiries elsewhere, with the result that the 
perpetrator of some heinous crime may escape dote tion and trial. 

Persons appearing on the Commission's lists are, in the majority 
of cases, a.ccusod of crimes of a revolting and inhuman character and it 
would be most unfortunate if such criminals were to 'xj shielded fren 
wcll-moritod punishment as a result of an ovor-gcncrous interpretation 
of the law of asylum. Such men have no valid claim to the protection 
normally accorded to a political refugee. This point is well brought 
out in tho following passage from the Inter-Allied Declaration signed 
at St. Janes's Palnco on January 13. 1942: "... acts of violence committed 
at the oxponse of civilian populations have nothing in common with the 
notion of an act of war or with that of a political crime as understood 
by civilised nations". 

When considering requests for the surrender of war criminals, 
neutral Governments will no doubt also boor in mind tho Resolution passed 
at the first session of the United Nations General Assembly on Fobruajy 13, 
I 946 , the relevant section of which runs as follows: "The Assembly 
calls upon the Gevermer.to cf States which arc r.ot I ambers cf the United 
Nations also to take all necessary measures for the apprehension of such 
criminals in their respective territories with a view to their immediate 
removal to the countries in which the crimes wore committed for the 
purpose of trial and punishment according to the laws of those countries." 

Tho United Nations War Grimes Commission recommends that tho 
above considerations bo brought to the attention of the Governments af 
those neutral countries in which war criminals arc believed to bo 
sheltering, in the hopo that the early surrender of such persons, in 
response to a request from a Government of the U itod Nations, may 
thereby be facilitated. 
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C. 258 

June 4-th, 1947. 


UNITED NATIONS T.'AR CRIMES COMMISSION 


BUDGET 


1947/48 


In accordance with Article 2 oi' the Financial and Administration 
Regulations, tho Seoretaiy-Genoral has proparod for tho Finance Committee to 
approve and recommend to the Commission, the Budget for 1947/48 totalling 
.€21,850 as per Statement "A" attached* Thi3 supersedes the provisional Budget 
>/hich was approved on 22nd January 1947 and amended on 4th June 1947. 

SURPLUS - 1946/47 


The amount budgeted for the year 1946/47 was ... ... ... £ 22,350 


The amount expended was .., 

Deduct the amount owing 
for Stationery at 1st 
April 1946 

Less Accounts outstanding 
for Stationery at 
31st March 1947 
estimated at 


• • • • • • 


5 15,137 - 6 


£ 308 2 6 


277 2 - 


31-6 


15,106 


Leaving a surplus of ... . ... £ 7,244 


CONTRIBUTIONS FOR 1947/48 


It is proposed:- 

(a) That Member Governments should be required to pay 

, their basic contributions of £400 each for 

I 947/48 producing ... ... ... ... ... ... 

(b) That the surplus for 1946/47 as above be appropriated 

to 1947/48 ... ... ... ... ... ... 


(c) That the balance of funds required for 1947/48 viz 

be contributed by the Member Governments in their 
agreed proportions. 


... £ 6,800 


... 7,244 

... 7,806 


Making togethor the amount budgeted for 1947/48 


... ... £ 21,85O 


(d) That the refunds duo to tho Governments of China, United Kingdom and 
United States of America out of the surplus of tho year 1945/46 
(after setting off the amount due by them for 19^/47) he doducted 
from the amounts due from them for 1947/48. 

(o) Tliat each Member Government be asked to remit tho not amount due as 
shown in column 6 Statement "B" annexed. 






STATEMENT "A" 


U NITED NATIONS A'AR CREGS COMMISSION 
BUDGET FOR THE FOURTH FISCAL PERIOD 
1st APRIL 1947 - 31st MARCH 1946. 

s_. r I M A T E D PE C, UIREtt ENTS 
PART I - WORKING CAPITAL FUND. 

No increase proposed on existing balance of £6,300, 
PART I I - EXPENSES OF THE COMMISSION 


Details for roference Estimate 
192,6-1947 for 

_ 1947-1943 


Estimate 

Actual. 


£ 

£ 

£ 


1 (a) 

Office Equipment (Duplicators,typewriters)) 

) 

Cleaning of Premises ) 

Promises (including Furniture, Heating, 
Lighting, Telephones,etc) supplied free 
of charge by H.M. Government in the 

United Kingdom 

3 00 

335 

200 

(t) 


402 

500 

2 , 

Stationery, Planting and Hultigraphing 

850 

1,245 

1,300 

3. 

Postages, Telegrams, Cables 

200 

143 

200 

4. 

Salaries (including National Health and 
Unemployment Insurance) 

12,000 

11,786 

13,750 


5. Provisions for additional Staff 
(included in Item 4) 


6 . Travelling 

850 

292 

500 

7. Accountants and Auditors Charges 

150 

134 

150 

8 , Publications, including such expenditure 
as may bo necessitated by the Recording 
and Reporting of Y7nr Crimes Trials and 
the publication of a History cf the 
Commission 

1,000 

57 

1,000 

9, Expenses ;? tho For Eastern and Pacifio 
Sub-C ommiscion 

Premises (including Heating, Lighting, 
Cleaning, Telephones, etc,) provided 
free of charge by the Chinese Government, 

2,000 

454 

100 

10 . (a)lliscellaneous expenditure 

1,000 

279 

1,000 

(b)Unforsocn expenditure 

4,000 

210 

3,150 

TOTAL OF PART II 

£ 22,350 

£ 15,137 

£ 21,850 






ST.'JKiENT "L" 


fc 

UNITED NATIONS WAR CRDIES COMIISSION 
CONTRIBUTIONS PAYABLE FOR 191+7/>,3 

Basic Contributions for 1947/48 ... .,. £ 6,800 

Estii.ir.ted expenditure in excess of Basic 
Contributions for 1947/48 ... ... £ 15,050 


Doduot Surplus for 1946/47 ... ... 7 f 2J4 

7.00 6 

Gross amount collectible for 1947/48 ... ... ... £14,606 

Loss Refunds due to Meriber Governments brought 

forward from 1946/47 ... ... ... 3,874 15 5 

Not amount to be ocllected as under (Column 6) ... £10,731 6 7 

... 1. 2, 3. 4. 5. 6. 

Country 

No, 

Basic 

Estimated 

excess 

Refunds due to 

Balance 

duo 


of 

Contri^ 

dxponditure 

llonbcr Govern¬ 

to 



Units 

bution 

£15,050 1947/48 

ments brought 

U-NcV/.C. 

,C. 



l°47/48 

less Surplus 

forward from 






1946/47 (£7.244). 

1946/47 



Australia 

30 

400 

147 18 

8 


547 18 

8 

Belgium 

20 

400 

98 12 

5 


498 12 

5 

Canada 

60 

400 

295 17 

4 


695 17 

4 

China 

100 

400 

493 2 

3 

22 17 9 

870 4 

5 

Czechoslovakia 

20 

400 

98 12 

5 


498 12 

5 

Denmark 

6 

400 

29 11 

9 


429 11 

9 

Prance 

89 

400 

394 9 

10 


794 9 

10 

Greece 

10 

400 

49 6 

4 


449 6 

4 

India 

80 

400 

394 9 

1C 


794 9 

10 

Luxembourg 

1 

400 

4 18 

8 


404 18 

8 

Netherlands 

30 

400 

147 18 

8 


547 18 

a 

New Zealand 

6 

400 

29 11 

9 


429 11 

9 

Norway 

6 

400 

29 11 

9 


429 11 

9 

Poland 

20 

400 

98 12 

5 


498 12 

5 

United Kingdom 

550 

400 

21'2 2 

7 

1,925 17 10 

1,186 4 

9 

U. S. A. 

550 

400 

2,712 2 

7 

1,925 17 10 

1,186 4 

9 

Yugoslavia 

14 

400 

69 - 

9 


469 - 

9 


1,583 

6,800 

£7,806 - 

• 

£ 3,874 13 5 £ 10,731 6 

7 


•< 









UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION. 


Collootion and Publication of Information 


concerning Human Rights. 


Report by Committee III 


(*) 


The Economic and. Social Council of the United Nations adopted on 
21st July 1946 a Resolution on the Commission on Human Rights. 

Paragraph 4 of this Resolution, under the heading "Documentation", 
reads as follows: 

" The Secretary-General is requested to make arrangements for: 

(a) the compilation and publication of a year-book on law 
and usage relating to human rights, the first edition 
of which should include all declarations and bills on 
human rights now in force in tho various countries; 

(b) the collection and publication of information on the 
activities concerning human rights of all organs of the 
United Nations; 

(o) tho collection and publication of information concerning 
human rights arising from trials of war criminals, 
quislings and traitors, and in particular from the 
Nuremberg and Tokyo trials ; 

(d) the preparation and publication of a survey of the 
development of human lights; 

(o) the oolluction and publication . of plans and declarations 
on human rights by specialized agencies and non¬ 
governmental national and international organisations." 

(journal of the Economic and Social Council, l3t Year, No.29, 13th July 
1946, p.520). 

Pursuant to discussions between the Director of the Division of 
Human Rights of the United Nations and representatives of the United 
Nations War Crimes Commission held in April 1947 ( Doc.Misc.No.89), the 
Director of the Division of Human Righto informed the Chairman of the 
J.N.W.C.C. on 15th May 1946 (Doc •A.45), that Monsieur Henri Laugier, 
the Assistant Secretary-General in charge of Social Affairs, agreed with 
him that the U.N.W.C.C. was in a bettor position to do tho work outlined 
under (c) of the above quotod paragraph 4 of the Resolution of the 
Economic and Social Council, than was the United Nations Secretariat, 
and added that if the Secretariat of the U.N.W.C. C. was prepared to 
accept responsibility for this work, the United Nations Secretariat 


(x) The discussions and preparatory work preceding this report are to be 
found in Docs. M.127, Misc.No.89, A.45, III/89, III/90, 113/51, 111/92 
and in Committee III Minutes Nos. 7/47 and 8/47- The report h.a3 boon 
prepared before the publication of the United Kingdom Draft of an 
International Rill of Human Rights on 7th Juno 1947. (Foroign Office, 
H.M.Stationery Office.) 
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wuuld be very pleased if the U.N.W.C.C. would undertake it. The 
Director of the Division of Human Rights further wrote that, if this 
ware possible, the Division would like to be able to submit the manu¬ 
script to tho next meeting of the Commission of human Rights, which is 
to meet on 25th August 19V/ at Geneva* He did not want to press the 
U.N.W.C.C. in the matter, however, and would arrange to have the manu¬ 
script submitted at the following meeting of the Commission should it be 
impossible for tho U.N.W.C.C. to complete the work for August. In any 
event, he would very much appreciate hearing from the Chairman of tho 
U.N.W.C.C. and having his views n+ his earliest convenience. 

III. In its meeting held on 21st May 1947, the U.N.W.C.C. docided to 
accent responsibility for tho work as lequoulud as i ar us info mat ion 
concerning human rights arising from trials of war criminals was 
concerned, and postponed its decision on the question whether it will 
also be feasible for the Commission to collect information concerning 
human rights .arising from trials of quislings and traitors# 

Simultaneously the whole question was referred to Comraittee III. 
Committee III discussed, tho problems involved in its meetings hold on 
22nd May and 4th June 1947 (Committoe III Minutes Nos. 7 /47 and 8/47) 
on the basis of preparatory documents submitted by tho Secretariat. 

(Docs. III/89, 111/90, III/91 and III/92). 

The Secretary-General of the U.N.W.C.C. informed the Director of 
the Hunan Rights Division by letter dated 22nd May of the decision taken 
by the Commission on 21st May. In his reply, dated 29th May 1947* the 
Director of the Humn Rights Division took note of tho fact that the 
U.N.W.C.C. will undertake the preparation of a memorandum on Information 
concerning Hunan Rights arising out of trials of war criminals etc. He 
enquired, inter alia, whether it might be possible for the U.N.'W.C.C. to 
send to the United Nations Secretariat a progress rej^ort which might be 
submitted to the mooting of the Human Rights Commission in August 1947. 

He «ilso thanked tho U.N.W.C.C. for its co-operation in tho work of the 
Conmission on Human Rights. 

Tho Secretary-General of the U.N.W.C.C. has made the necessary 
Secretariat arrangements for the performance of the work. They arc 
recorded in Doc.IIl/93« 

IV. On tho preliminary question whether the U.N.W.C.C. has jurisdiction 
to oollect information concerning human rights arising from the trials 
of quislings and traitors, Committeo III is of the opinion that the 
question of jurisdiction does not arise. 

As will be seen from the proposals set forth below, Committee III 
submits that the Commission should include in its .survey in the first 
instance the examination of records and report 3 /or cj&iilings and traitors 
to the extent to which they disclose war crimes in the wider sense, which 
includes crimes against humanity. These are well within the Commission’s 
jurisdiction. It is, moreover, not suggested that tho Commission 
should take any steps connected with tho investigation of crimes committed 
by quislings and traitors leading up to their prosecution, trial and 
punishment. What the Commission is being asked to do is to examine the 
results of trials which lvivo taken place without thu Commit;sion having 
any part in their prep;aration, and to collect information concerning 
human rights arising out of such trials. If the Commission undertakes 
this task it does not assume jurisdiction in connection with the prosecu¬ 
tion and trial of quislings and traitors. It only uses its experience 
in collecting .and sifting material v,filch, though it has not lirootly 
arisen out of tho Commission 1 s work, i3 in many respects akin tu the 
Commission's jurisdiction which comprises mir crimes, including crimes 
against peace and crimes against humanity. 


The terms of reference of tho Commission, as st itod in its inaugural 
meeting held on 20th October 1943 (DuC.C.229) cannot, in the opinion of 
Committee III be interpreted t; the effect that they form on obstacle to 
the Commission's complying \/ith the request irt-ki by the United Nations 










-3~ 


n 


Secretariat for tho following reasons: 

(a) The U.N.tf.C. C. i3 an international organisation with the legal 
capacities of a body corporate, (cf. S.R.&.O. 1945, No. 1211) 

(b) The question of the possible expansion of the scope of the 
Commission's investigations and functions was reserved for 
future oonsidoration on 20th October 1943 (Doc.C.229). 

(o) Tve Corimionior has subsequently been charge 1 with tho task which, 
according to tho original proposals, would have been vested in 
the technic,al committee on legal questions. (Doc.C.229). 

(d) The request from the United Nations Secretariat is a matter 3ui 
generis . It i3 made to tho Commission by on organ of the 
United Nations which, in requesting the Commission's collabora¬ 
tion, acts on behalf of it3 55 member States, among whom there 
are also all tho members of the U.n.VAC.C. 

(e) As will be shown in the parts of this report dealing with the 
substance of tho question, tho information concerning human 
rights arising from trials of war criminals, and similar 
information arising from trials of quislings and traitors, is to 
such an extent inter-related, that a report based only on trials 
of war criminals propor, or a report based only on trials of 
quislings and traitors woull not exhaust the matter and would not 
give an adequate picture. 

In many international documents, including draft conventions 
prepared by the U.N.VT. C. C. before tho end of the war, so-called 
quislings and traitors have, to some extent, boon dealt with 
together with war criminals. In its resolution on the question 
of refugees, the General Assembly of the United Nations docidod on 
12th February 1946, that "no action token as a result of this 
resolution shall bo of such a character a3 to interfere in ary way 
with the surrender and punishment of war criminals, quislings and 
traitors". The constitution of the. International Refugee 
Organisation, annexed to the Resolution of the General Assembly of 
15th December 1946, in the part devoted to "definitions and 
general principles" provides that "war criminals, quislings and 
traitors will not bo the concern of the organisation"; the 3amo 
applies to persons who have assisted the enery forces, which tern 
is circumscribed in 3 .me detail. 

The Treaties of Peace with Italy, Roumania, Bulgaria, Hungary and 
Finland, impose on the defeated former enemy States tho duty to 
ensure the apprehension anl surrender for trial not only of persons 
who are accused of having committed wor crimes and crimes against 
peace or humanity, but also nationals of tiny Allied or associated 
Power accused of having violated their national lav/ by treason or 
collaboration with tho eneny during the war. 

In addition, it may be pointed out that tho Commission has repeatedly 
listed Alliod nationals accused of violations of the laws and 
customs of war ~>r crimes against humanity committed against Allied 
nationals, but it has only boon exceptional for crimes against 
humanity of eneny nationals committed against enery nationals or 
stateless persons on eneny territory to be brought beforo the 
Commission. It forms, however, part of tho original functions of 
the Comission to collect evidence and to report from time to time 
to the Governments on certain classes of atrocities showing whore 
possible the connection between the individual crimes of each type 
and the common policy which thoy expressed. It has been the viow 
of the Commission from the beginning that this part of it3 functions 
includes the consideration of crimes against uuraanity of this type. 
(Cf. letter from the Lori Chancellor to Sir Cecil Hurst, lated 23rd 
August 1944, Doc.C.7U and Progress Report Doc. C.48(l).; 
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V. The juxtaposition of quislings, traitors and collaborators v/ith 

war criminals, in many international documents nnu in some recommon- 
dations of the U. N, >7. C.C. does not, however, alter the fact that the 
Commission has not collected the material concerning quislings and 
traitors who have not been accused of war crimes. If the Commission 
undertook the collection of information arising iron tho trials of 
quislings and traitors, it would be necessary to ask the member 
governments to make tho respective information available to the 
oouuuiasaon ana to assist in the collection of material from such 
countries, for example tho former enemy countries, as are not members 
of tho Commission. 

The Human lights and Fundamental Freedoms usually referred to in 
every-day discussions and in recent international documents, such as 
the Peace Treaties of February 19A7» and indeed in the deliberations 
of the organs of the United Nations itself, are such rights as those 
of freedom of expression, of the press and publication, of religious 
worship, of political opinion, of public meeting and of association. 

Not less important though not so often disoussed, are the rights 
and freedoms ouch as freedom from arbitrary detention and the right 
to equal protection of lifo and liberty, (equality before tho law). 

It cannot be affirmed that, in the present state of international 
lav/ and of the municipal laws of the different countries, all these 
human rights and fundamental freedoms enjoy protection through 
criminal lav/. For example, restrictions on freedom of expression, 
freedom of the pros3 and freedom of information relating to military 
operations ai’O, in time of war, noithor prohibited nor punishable* 

On the other hand, some basic human rights such as that of oqual 
protection against arbitrary discrimination, may be' found to have been 
vindicated in time of war as well as in time of peace and the law 
established accordingly. 

The trials which v/ill to most illustrative of the extent of the 
protection or vindication of such rights aro those of the major v/ar 
criminals and of the trials of quislings and traitors. Of the 
Nuremberg and Tokyo trials, this faot will readily be granted, but it 
is suggested that no study of the extent of the protection of the 
basic human rights of the individual can afford to ignore the trials 
of quislings and traitors. These latter trials may furnish examples 
of how criminal repression has beenextendod to the violations of human 
rights beyond those which may be considered as being protected by the 
general principles of law. For instance, Marshal Antonescu and certain 
others were tried by a Roumanian court, inter .alia , for enslavement of 
the press and information services with the object of spreading Nazism 
in Roumania and corrupting public opinion, and for crimes against the 
Jewish race, including deportation to tho doath camps of Eastern Europe, 
and tho compulsory "Roumanisatior" of Jewish property. 

An examination of the transcripts and records of the trials of 
quislings and traitors will show that a large number of violations of 
civic rights are, at the 3 ome time, v/ar crimes or crimes against 
humanity. For example, Bela Imredy, former President and Finance 
Minister was found guilty in Hungary, inter alia , of the promulgation 
of anti-aomitic legislation. A study of offences having this dual 
aspect will clearly cone within the purview of the U.N. ,V.C.C. 

On the other hund, there will bo ma ny trials of "traitors" which 
have no bearing on human rights because they are rat rioted to the 
violation of duties which a person ov/03 to a certain State. The trial 
of William Joyco, for instance, has only indirect bearing on human 
rights. By his treasonable activities, William Joyce, in a general way, 
did aid and abet the major v/ar criminals in their crimes violating human 
rights, but he himself was indicted and convictod only for tho violation 
of duties flowing from his allegiance to the British Crown. 









From this it follows that 3uch trials of quislings and traitors 
as involve war crimes and crimes against humanity will probably cover 
most of tlio ground with which paragraph ( c ) of the Resolution of 1 the 
Economic and Social Council (supra i) is concerned. 

Committee III therefore recommends' to the Commission that in the 
task to be done at the request of the United Nations Secretariat there 
should be included in the first instance the examination of records 
and reports of trials of quislings and traitors, to the oxtent to 
which these trials were concerned with such porsons accused as cjuis- 

• lings and traitors as had, in connection with or in addition to the 
violations of their duties of allegiance to thoii own State, been 
accused of having committed war crimes in the wider sense, which 
includes crimes against humanity. 

If in the course of the actual work it should appear that this 
restriction of attention to trials involving w:ir crimes and crimes 
against humanity would not be sufficient for an adequate illustration 
of the present state of law and practice, the question of enlarging tho 
scope of the enquiry in relation to tho trials of quislings and traitors 
can be considered at a later stage. 

VI. Many relevant legal texts are already in the hands of the 

• Secretariat and have been circulated as Miscellaneous documents; these 
sot out the laws .-and decrees applicable. There may, however, be 
difficulties in securing material regarding the trials, especially 
from non-members of tho Gbrmrdssion, (e.g. tho Soviet Union, the Soviet 
Zones of Occupation) and from the former onomy States, Italy, Bulgaria, 
Roumania, Hungary, and Finland. Fall transcripts would seen necessary 
for a full examination of the way in which the rights of the accused 
are provided for during hi3 trial. For on estimate of the protection 
of the rights of his victims, however, the essentials are a statement 

of the offence, the attitude of tho G^urt to such pleas as superior 
orders or act of subordinate vathout the knowledge of tho accused, and 
the decision of the Court. 

If the work to be undertaken is to include information arising 
• from trials of quislings and traitors accused of war crimes and crimes 
against humanity, it will be necessary to enlist the assistance of the 
member governments and perhaps of the United Nations Secretariat in 
securing 3uch information from countries which are not members of the 
U.N.W.C.C. 


As far as the trials of war criminals proper are concerned tho 
material collected for tho pur-pose jf law reporting will also form the • 
main basis for this now work, 

VII. For technical reasons the division of tho material appears 
necessary, into the analysis of: 

(a) the trial of the major German war criminals, (Nuremberg), 

(b) the trial of tho major Japanese -war criminals, (Tokyo), 

(c) the trials of persons of eneqy nationality or allegiance accused 
of war crimes, crimes against peace and crimes against humanity 
not falling within the categories (a) and (b), 

(d) the trials of quislings and traitors accused of war oriraes or 
crimes against humanity, not falling within the categories (a), 

(b) and (c). 

Work on the tasks mentioned under (a) and (c) oould start forth¬ 
with,’ whereas the completion of (b) ’./ill have to wait until tho Tokyo 
trial has ended and tho transcripts of its latter part and tho 
decision of the Tribunal are available. 
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Tho took enumerated under (d) cannot bo undertaken before the 
material has been collected with the assistance of the member Governments# 

VIII# The collection and publication of information concerning human rights 
arising from the trials ie not an end in itsolfj but obviously serves a 
specific practical purpose# This purpose is to aid in the main task of 
the Oommiasion m Human THrht^ particularly the preparation of an 
international bill of rights, international declarations or conventions on 
civil liberties. It is, therefore, submitted that the work of collecting 
the respective materiel should bo undertaken '-dth thic orvl in view# 

The informative to be collected vail bo of a two-fold character, the 
one aspeot being how human rights have been violated, the other how they 
have been protected# 

Every orimo or nearly every crime violates a right and therewith a 
"human right" in a wider, non-technical sense# Every individual murder 
violates a human right# The sane applies to almost all violations of 
the laws and customs of war .and to all acts coming under the Lem "crime 
against humanity" as defined in the basic documents, e.g. in the Charter 
of the International Military Tribunal of 8th August 1945# The Economic 
and Social Council obviously does not expect a collection of material in¬ 
discriminately dealing with records of comon law crimes, war orines, and 
crimes against humanity which wore the subject of criminal proceedings in 
international tribunals, mixed courts and in national, military and 
occupation courts. 

Re Coras of trials of persons 
responsible for such outrages as deportation of allied nationals into con¬ 
centration camps, their ill-treatment and murder, the killing of prisoners 
of war, extermination of whole populations and so on, are of very great 
interest to the historian# the sociologist and the lawyer, but they are of 
no particular relevance to the task before the Human Rights Commission, 
because no catalogue of human rights is needed to place it beyond doubt 
that murder of innocent men, women and children is oriminal# 

To an even greater extent the some is true of an indiscriminate 
collection of information arising from trials of quislings and traitors# 

It is therefore probable that the requirements of the oase will best 
be met if the collection of material wore to be restricted to the 
recording of such incidents and reactions to them as throw a light on tho 
sufficiency or otherwise of tho laws and usages of war and other provisions 
of international law and of municipal legal orders which purport to afford 
protection against violations of human rights# 

IX# With this in view, Committeo III consider that tho collection of 

material should, in the main, be restricted to records illustrative of tho 
following questions: 

(a) Casas, if there are any, whore tho existing provisions of international 
law did not furnish a sufficient basis for imposing a just penalty for 
activities violating human rights# 

(b) Cases whore the competent tribunal hu3 found that a sufficient basis 
exists in international or municipal law for the punishment of certain 
activities violating human rights, but where tho legal position remains 
doubtful becauso the rospectivo decision of the court is not binding on 
other courts# In international lav/ and in the municipal law of many 
countries, decisions delivered by courts havo the effect of res iudioata 
only as far as the actual parties to the proceedings are concerned# It 
is therefore advisable in such cases to placo tho law beyond doubt as to 
future occu’Tences. 






-7- 


(c) Oases showing that l.ioro jlaborate provisions of international law 
could have prevented violations of human rights from occurring* The 
question of the protection of civilian populations of occupied 
territory as distinct fi’om prisoners of war, is a case in point. The 
oases will certainly show that many crimes would have been prevented, 
if machinery similar to that established for the protection of 
prisoners of war had been in operation also for the protection of 
civilian members of Lite population of occupied, territory, uni of persons 
who were deported from occupied territory. Article 6( c) of the Charter 
of the International Mil it -try Tribunal extends dtp protection to "any 
civilian population a close study of the cases will show, however, 
that greater elaboration of tlii3 principle .and the establishment of 
proper machinery is nece3sary« 

(d) Stress should be laid, in sifting, collecting and arranging the 
material, on the protection of human rights of persons who are not of 
the nationality of the victorious Powers* In the province of what is 
now called "crimes against humanity", the aspect of these provisions as 
a means nf protecting human rights stands out most clearly’* Hero the 
report to be produced \/ill have to show how certain flagrant violations 
of human rights have gone unpunished mainly for lack of jurisdiction of 
the respective tribunals* 

Crimes committed before the 1st September 1939 in Germany against 
Germans are here in point, in view of the Berlin Protocol of 6th 
October 1949, by which the scopo of Art.6(c) of the Charter of the 
International Military Tribunal was reslrictively defined. This 
necessarily led to the restrictive interpretation of the Charter by the 
Nuremberg Tribunal, the attitude of which may - roughly - be summarized 
by stating that only such inhumane acts as wore connected with the war, 
which were committed "in execution of or in connection with" a war 
crime or a crime against peace, come under the jurisdiction of the 
Tribunal and therefore within the notion of "crime against humanity ". 

A similar lacuna (from the point of view of the future protection of 
human rights) are the provisions of the basic documents under which 
many alliad military tribunals were prevented from taking oognizance 
of acts such as the murders of tons of thousands of German "useless 
eaters" in institutions such' as Hadamar, or the murder and ill-treatment 
of, say, Hungarian inmates of Bolsen Concentration Camp. With this, 
provisions will have to be contrasted, e.g* the Control Council Law No* 

10, which gives to the competent courts jurisdiction without the 
important qualifications of the Nuremberg Charter and the Berlin Protocol* 
The activities of the Tribunals applying Law No. 10 in the -different 
Zones of Germany will be of particular interest for the report* 

(e) It will be one of the main tasks of the report to examine the 
question of reprisals, legitimate and otherwise, in the light of the 
proceedings against persons who were charged with war crimes and have 
pleaded, with or with; ut success, that they had acted in execution of 
legitimate reprisals. The exercise of a real or assumed right of 
reprisal is a very important source of violations of human rights of 
innocent persons in time of crisis. 

(f) Attention should also be paid in the report to the responsibility 
of military commanders and administrators for violations of human rights 
oonmitted by their subordinates, which has been assumed in many of the 
important war crimes cases, such as in the Americaiy'japanese case of 
Yaraashita, in the Canoliaiy 1 German cane of Meyer and in the British/German 
case of Kesselring* The establishment of such responsibility i3 one of 
the links in on efficient machinery for the protection of human rights in 
time of war and occupatione 

(g) It may be added that the whole problem of the lofencos of superior 
orders and iuross can be regarded as one of Balancing the conflicting 
claims of an accused ;un 1 his victims* The Secretariat is now in 
possession of considerable information regarding the law and practice of 
the various allied countries on this natter. 
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(h) Much of thi3 3tudy vdll in practice amount in the first place to 
showing how the Hague and. Genova Conventions protect certain rights 
of certain types of people, e.g., prisoners of war, the sick and 
wounded and the civilians of occupied territories, anti secondly to 
quoting a3 examples of such protection, trials in which the provisions 
of these Conventions have been applied. Such an account may seem 
elementary to the United Nations War Crimes Commission, but would not 
appear so to persons less ^oqu aa ntuci wxth these questions, 

X. 1^ general, it will be appropriate to illustrate on the basis nf 
tho immense material available, the development from the position 
where only allied interests and allied lights were considered to be 
protected, to a stage where the trend clearly was to extend the pro¬ 
tection of minimum standards of humanity to human beings everywhere. 

In connection with violations of human rights, committed e.g, in 
execution of a policy of persecution of political, racial and religious 
gro ps,. tho aspect of jurisdiction vdll bo of greater importance than 
the gaps in substantive law. 

XI. It has already been stated supra (IX (a) and (b)) that it vdll be 
one of the most important tasks of tho work to illustrate gaps in 
international law which have the offoct that some activities violating 
human rights go at present unpunished. 

It is, however, only a small fraction of information concerning 
such lacunae in international lav/, v/liich can be discovered in the 
transcripts of trials and in judgments actually delivered. Although, 
as indicated under (d) supra, some of the trials vdll certainly be 
informative on this point, the question, for instance, to what extent 
reprisals are allowed can hardly be answered satisfactorily with the 
help of transcripts of trials only. In tho great majority of cases in 
which the prosecuting authorities held the opinion that oven flagrant 
violations of human righto wore justified in positive international law 
as reprisals, no charge has been brought before a court. The tronsoripts 
of trials of v/;or criminals, etc. vdll show, apart from rare exceptions, 
merely cases where the provisions of international law on reprisals did 
not stand in the way of the punishment of violations of human rights. 

In addition to the files of the Commission, the files of the 
prosecuting authorities may bo the richest source for the study of 
such gaps in' international law. 

It vdll, of oouroe, not be possible to make use of tho internal 
files of the prosecuting .authorities to the same extent as of the 
transcripts of trials which were conducted in open court. On the 
other hand, enquiries with the competent authorities - for instance a 
request for a report on cases in which no charge was brought in view of 
the provisions of international lav/ concerning reprisals - will no 
doubt furnish useful information, 

XII. As the crimes of enemy nationals committed against enemy nationals 
(and stateless persons) on enemy territory, £«11 mainly within the 
jurisdiction of the local courts of the respective territories, a full 
documentation of these aspects will have to take account also of trials 
conducted before courts of former enemy States, including German and 
Austrian courts, which at present act under the supervision and with the 
permission of the allied occupation authorities. 

The Legal Division of the British Element of the Control Commission 
for Germany expressed its willingness some time ago to send to the 
Commission returns of all the cases of crimos against humanity which were 
due for trial or have been tried by German courts, (Doc.M,ll/*., 5)« In 
important caso3 at least, it may be possible to procure the transcripts 
or copies of tho official records of these trials, and ojpioa of the 
judicial decisions. 




* 




XIII. It will be desirable that the collection should .Include material 
from which not only the present state of international law can be 
gathered, but also the changes which havo occurred in the laws and 
customs of war and in international lav/ in gener J. in tho last throo 
or four decades* Such modifications of the state of the lav may have 
occurred both in the direction of a greater protection of human rights 
as e.g. through tho introduction of the notion of crimes against 
humanity. On the other hand, tho examination of tho oases may show 
that owing to technical developments in the art if war, tho protection 
previously accorded, e.g., to non-combatants in land, sea and air war¬ 
fare, may be considered to have been considerably qualified. 

It will be relevant to include in the survey not only trials 
conducted during and at tho conclusion of the second world war, but 
to compare then with the material available referring to tho first 
world war. In this connection the Minutes of the Responsibilities 
Commission of 1919 and it3 report night be a useful source if 
contparod with tho files of the U.N.W.C.C. and transcripts and records 
of trials held in connection with World War No.2. 

In making this comparison of the more recent information with the 
material concerning the 1914-1919 war, the Connission will not impinge 
on sub-paragraph (d) of paragraph 4 of the Resolution of the Econonio 
and Social Council quoted in section I of this Report ( supra ), which 
deals with the preparation and publication of a survey of tnedevelop¬ 
ment of human rights. Only the information loading up to the 
conclusions concerning recent events will be referred to. 

XIV. Conmittee III submits, therefore, the following conclusions: 

(1) The work should be undertaken within the scope outlined in the 
prosont paper, namely including information arising from trials of 
quislings and traitors accused of war crimes and crimes against 
humanity, but excluding such trials as do not contain charges of this 
kind and are restricted to churges of high treason, treason and similar 
offences. 

If in the course of the actual work this definition should appear 
to bo too restrictive for carrying out tho task entrusted to the 
Commission, the question of enlarging its scope can be considered at a 
later stage. 

(2) The work should bo produced under the responsibility of Committee 
III. The Secretary-General should be asked to arrange that the whole 
legal staff devote part of their time to this work. The Secretary- 
General should, after consultation with Committee III, appoint individual 
members of the legal 3taff rapporteurs for parts of the work. Tho work 
will probably have to be divided on the lines indicated in para.VII of 
this report, under (a), (b), (c) and (d), it being understood that 
further sub-divisions are not to be excluded. 

(3) The report will havo regard to the double aspect of the problem 
as indicated under VIII. 

In collecting and. sifting the material, regard will be had to the 
points of relevance described supra under IX to XIII. 

(4) Representatives of member governments on the Commission, and through 

them the Governments thensolves, should bo asked for their assistance in 
procuring for the Connission that part of the material i/hich is not yet 
available, i.e. information concerning trials of quislings and traitors 
accused of war crimes and crimes against humanity. Member Governments 
should be asked to assist also in pro cut an;' mat,.rial, from ciimtrics which 
are not monbers of the Commission, suen atei® It may 

also be necessary to enlist the assistance of the Unitod Nations 
Secretariat, with a view to getting information which otherwise would not 
be accessible. 
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Only if the nooeasary material will be rondo available to the 
Commie aion, will it bo poasiblu to oowplotu the work at the scope as 
envisaged, 

(5) When preparing the document, the rapporteurs will have to be 
oareful not to recommend statements which would appear to interfere 
with the sovereign rights of States and in general to restrict them¬ 
selves to reoording the present state of affairs, rather than 
suggesting alterations of the law. 
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18 th June, 1947. 

UNITE D NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION. 


Collection and. Publioation of Information 
concerning Human Rights. 


Report by Committee III. 
(Revised, text) 


I. The Economic and Social Council of the United Nations adopted on 

21st July 1946 a Resolution of the Commission on Human Rights. 


n 


o 

O 


Paragraph 4 of this Resolution, undor the heading "Documentation", 
reads as follows: 

" The Secretary-General is requested to mako arrangements for: 

(a) the compilation and publication of a year-book on law 
and usage relating to human rights, the first odition 
of which should include all declarations and bills on 
human rights now in force in tho various countries; 

(b) the colleotion and publication of information on the 
activities concerning human rights of till organs of the 
United Nations; 

(o) the collection and publioation of information concerning 
human rights arising from trials of war criminals, 
quislings and traitors, and in particular from the 
Nuremberg and Tokyo trials; 

(d) the preparation and publication of a survey of tho 
development of human rights; 

(e) the collection and publication of plana and declarations 
on human rights by specialised agencies and non¬ 
governmental national and international organisations. " 

(journal of tho Economic and Social Council, 1st Year, No#29, 13th July 

191*6# p.520.) 


II. Pursuant to discussions between the Director of tho Division of 

Human Rights of the United Nations -and representatives of the United 
Nations War Crimes Commission hold in April 1947 (Doc.Misc.No.89), the 
Director of tho Division of Human Rights infomod tho Chairman of tho 
U.N.W.C.C. on 15th May 1946 (Doc.A.45), that Monsieur Henri Laugior, 
tho Assistant Secretary-General in chargo of Social Affairs, agreed 


(k) Tho discussions and preparatory work procoding this roport are to 
bo found in Docs. M.127, Misc.No.89, A. 45 , III/89, UI/ 90 , III/91 
Hl/92 and in Committee Hi Minutes Nos. 7/47 and 8/47* The 
roport has boon prepared before the publication of the Unitod 
Kingdom Draft of an International Bill of Hunan Rights on 7th Juno 
1947 . (Foreign Office, H. 14 Stationery Office). 


*t * 
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with him that the U.N.W.C.C. wus in u bettor x’osition to do tho work 
outlined under (o) of tho abovu quoted paragraph 4 :>f tho Resolution 
of .the Economic am Social Council, than was the Unitod Nations 
Secretariat, and added that if the Secretariat of the U.N.W.C.C. was 
prepared to accept responsibility for this work, the United Nations 
Secretariat would bo very pleased if the U.N.W.C.C. would undertake 
it. The Director of the Division of Human Rights further wroto 
that, if this wero possible, tho Division would liko to be able to 
submit tho manuscript to the next meeting of the Commission of Human 
Rights, ’.vhich is to meet on 25th August 1547 at Geneva. He did not 
want to press the U.N.W.C.C. in the matter, however, and would 
arrange to have tho manuscript submitted at tho following meeting of 
the Commission should it be impossible for the U.N.W.C.C. to complete 
the work for August. In .any event, he would very much appreciate 
hearing from tho Chairman of the U.N.W.C.C. and having his views at 
his earliest oonvenionce. 

III. In its meeting hold on 21st May 1947» the U.N.W.C.C. decided to 
aocept responsibility for the work as requested as far .as information 
concerning human rights arising from trials of war criminals was 
concerned, and postponed its decision on the question -whether it will 
also be feasible for the Commission to collect information concerning 
human rights arising from trials of quislings and traitors. 

Simultaneously tho whole question was referred to Committee III. 
Committeo III disoussod the probloms involved in its moetings hold on 
22nd May and 4th June 1947 (Committee III Minutes No3« 7/47 and 8 / 47 ) 
on the basis of preparatory docuunsnts submitted by tho Sooretariat. 
(Docs. Ill /89, III/90, III/91 and III/92.) 

The Secretary-General of tho U.N.W.C.C. informed the Director of 
tho Human Rights Division by letter datod 22nd May of tho decision 
taken by the Commission on 21st May. In his reply, dated 29th May 
1947» the Director of tho Human Rights Division took noto of the faot 
that tho U.N. W.C.C. will undertake the preparation of a memorandum on 
Information concerning Human Rights arising out of the trials of war 
orininols, etc. Ho enquired, inter alia, whether it might be possible 
for the U.N.W.C.C. to send to the United Nations Secretariat a progress 
report vduch might be submitted to the meeting of the Hunan Rights 
Commission in August 1947* He also thanlcod the U.N.Vf.C. C. for its co¬ 
operation in tho work of the Conmission on Hunan Rights. 

The Secretary -General of the U. N. W.C. C. ha3 made tho necessary 
Secretariat arrangements for tho performance of tho work. They are 
recorded in Doc. J.Il/93* 

IV. On tho preliminary question whether tho United Nations War Crimes 

ConmiBsion has jurisdiction to collect information concerning human 
rights arising from tho trials of quislings and traitors, Committee III 
is of tho opinion that the question of jurisdiction does not immediately 
arise because, -according to the proposals of Committee III (see section 
V(a)), the Commission should confine its initial enquiries to the trials 
of quislings and traitors accused of war crimes or crimes against 
humanity in addition to their other treasonable activities. 

Such trials fall unquestionably within the Commission's jurisdic¬ 
tion. The Commission has frequently listed allied nationals accused of 
violations of the laws and oustoms of war or of crimes against humanity 
committed against allied nationals. Crimes against humanity oonmitted 
by enemy nationals against aneiry nationals or against stateless persons 
on enemy territory have less frequently been submitted to the Commission 
for listing; but it has formed part of the funotiona of the Commission 
from the outset to collect evidence and to report from tjuae to time to 
the Governments on certain olasses of atrocities showing where possible 
tho connection between individual crimes of each typo and the common 









polioy which they expressed. it lias been the view of the Oomdsaion 
from the beginning that this part of its functions includes the 
consideration of orimea against humanity of this type. (of. letter 
from the Lord Chancellor to Sir Cecil Hurst, dated 23rd August 1944, 
Doc.C* 78 and the Progress Report Doc»C,48(l)). 

In oaso, however, the question of /jurisdiction should come up 
again for consideration at a later stage, it may be convenient to 
record, hepe the results of the Committee's deliberations on the question 
whether the Commission's terms of reference would permit it to deal with 
the trials of quislings and traitors oilier than Uiuse accused of war 
orimes and orimoa against humanity (of. section V(a), last paragraph). 

The terms of reference of the Conrnission, as 3tatod in its 
inaugural meeting hold on 20th October 1943 (Doc.C.229) cannot, in the 
opinion of Committee III, be interpreted in the sense that they form an 
obstacle to the Commission's complying with the request made by the 
United Nations Secretariat for the following reasons: 

(a) the United Nations Weir Crimes Commission is an international 
organisation with tho legal capacities of a body corporate 
(of S.R.&.O. 1945, No. 1211); 

(b) the question of tho possible expansion of the scope of the 
Commission's investigations and functions was reservod for 
future consideration on 20th October 1943 (Doo.C.229); 

(c) the Commission was subsequently charged with a task which, 
according to tho original proposals, would have been tested 
in the technical committee on legal quo3tion3. (Doc.C.229); 

(d) the request from the United Nations Secretariat is a matter 
sui generis . It is made to the Commission by an organ of the 
United Nations which, in requesting the Commission's 
collaboration, acts on behalf of it3 55 member States, among 
whom there are also all the members of tho United Nations War 
Crimes Commission^ 

(o) in oonsidoring the question of jurisdiction it is also necessary 
to remember that it is not suggested that the Commission should 
take any steps connected with the investigation of crimes 
committed by quislings and traitors in preparation for their 
prosecution, trial and purrisluiont. What tho Commission is 
being asked to do is to examine the results of trials -.7hich have 
taken place without the Commission having any part in their 
. preparation, and to collect information concerning human rights 
arising out of 3uch trials. If tho Commission undertakes this 
task it does not assume jurisdiction in connection with tho pro- 
• secution and trial of quislings and traitors. It only uses its 
experience in collecting and sifting material which, though it 
has not directly arisen out of tho Commission's work, is in mai\y 
respects akin to the Commission's jurisdiction whioh comprises 
war orimos, including crimes against humanity. 

While tho Comission's terms of reference would undoubtedly permit 
tho performance of the task, the fact remains that the Commission has 
not oollected the material concerning quislings and traitors who have 
not been accusod of war criiros. If tho Commission undertook the 
collection of information arising from the trials of quislings and 
traitors, it would be necessary u« ,r the member governments to mako 
the relevant information avai n abf i to tho Commission and to assist in 
the collection of material from sic!’ r nmtries as are not moribers of 
trie (Jonnisaion. 

I t 

Other arguments used in Committee III in favour of extending the 
enquiries of the Commission so as t ire ado the trials of quislings and 
traitors may be summarised an i 'fo a,'. 
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Information concerning human righto arising fzo.-n the trials of war 
criminals and 3irail:ir info mat Lon arising fron the trials of quis lings 
is so closely inter-related that a report based only on 
trials of war oriniinnls proper,- or a report baaod only on trials of quis¬ 
lings and traitors would n t give an adequate picture. 

In many international, documents, including draft conventions 
prepared by the United Nations tfar Criroa Commission before the end of 
the war, 30 -callod quislings and traitors have, to some extent, been 
placed in the same category as war criminals. In its resolution on the 
question of refugees, the General Aaaombly of tlie United Nations docidod 
on 12th February 1946, that "no action taken as a result of this 
resolutionsaall be of -ach a char-actor as to inturfero in ary ./ay with 
the surrender and punishment of w crimimls, quislings and traitors". 
The constitution of the International Refugee Organisation, annexed to 
the Resolution of the General Assembly of lbth December 194-6, in the 
part devoted to "definitions and goner il principles" provides that "v/ar 
criminals, quislings and traitors ’./ill no t bo the concern of the 
organisation"; the sano applies to persons who have assisted the enemy 
force, which term is circumscribed in some detail. 


The Treaties of . Peace with Italy, Roumania, Bulgaria, Hungary and 
Finland, impose on tho defeated states the duty to ensure tho apprehen¬ 
sion and surrender for trial r.ofc only of persons who are accused of 
having committed war crimes and crimes against peace and humanity, but 
also nationals of any allied or associated power accused of having 
violated their national lav/ by treason or collaboration v/ith the enemy 
"'during tho war. " 
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vn. The Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms usually referred to in 
every-day discussions anil in recent international documents, such as 
tho Peace Treaties of February 1947, and indeed in tho deliberations of 
tho organs of the United Nations itself, are such rights as those of 




freedom of expression^ of the press and publication, of religious wor- 
ship, of political opinion, of i-ublic mooting and" Of 1 association* 

Not loss important though not so often discussed, are the rights 
and freedoms such as freedom fron arbitrary detention and tho right 
to equal protection of life and liberty, (equality before the lav/)* 

It cannot bo affirmed that, in the present 3tato of international 
law and of the municipal l avs of the different countries, all these 
human rights and fundamental freedoms enjoy protection through criminal 
law. For example, restrictions on freedom of expression, freedom of 
the press and freedom of information relating to military operations are, 
in time of war, neither prohibited nor punishable. On the other hand, 
some basic human rights such as that f equal protection against 
/Arbitrary discrimination, may be fan - o have been vindicated in time 
^df_war as ’well as ir. tiros A i-u Uo Uit t-ho law established accordingly* 

The trials which will bo rust if u./trativo of the extent of the 
protection or vindication f on. i i .glit? are those of the major war 
criminals and of the trials of e .sli >. ui traitors. Of the Nuromborg 
Tokyo trials, this fool vill re-v': 1 ly bo granted, but it is suggested 
that no study of tho extent of t .o groiuc.lio'a if the basic human rights of 
tho individual can afford to ign. re tuo trials of quislings and traitors. 
Thaso latter trials may furnish exanploa of hov; criminal repression has 
been extended to the violations of human rights beyond those whioh may be 
considered as being protected by the general principles of law. For 
instance. Marshal Antonoacu ind u irl i'.m others wore tried by a Roumanian 
court, inter alia, for enslavement of the press and information servicoa 
with the objoct of spreading Navsisr in Roumnia and corrupting public 
opinion, and for crimes ag^inut tliu Je./ieh race, including deportation Id 
the death camps of S uite -n Europe, uid tliu compulsory "Roumanisation" of 
Jewish property. 
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An examination of the transcripts and records of the trials of 
quislings and traitors Trill show that a large number of violations of f 

civic rignts are, at the same tine, war crimes or crimes against 
humanity. For example, Bela Imredy, former President and Financo 
Minister was found guilty in Hungary, inter alia, of the promulgation 
of anti-semitic legislation. A study of offences having this dual 
aspect will clearly coma within the purviow of tho United Nations tfar 
Crimes Commission. 

0 n the other hand, there will be many trials of "traitors" v/hich 
have no hearing on human rights bco.auso they are restricted to the 
violation of duties which a person owes to a certain State. Tho trial 
of William Joyce, for instanuo, has only an indirect bearing on human 
rights. By his treasonable activities, ‘William Joyce, in a general 
way, did aid and abet tho major war criminals in their crimes violating 
human rights, but ho himself was indicted and convicted ^nly for the 
violation of dutios f loving from his .allegiance to the British Crown. 


n 


From this it follows that such trials of 'juislings and traitors as 
involve war crimes and crimes against humanity will probably cover most 
of the ground wilh which paragraph (c) cf the Resolution of the Economic 
and Social Council (supra i) is concerned* 

CoramiLtoo III therefore recommends to the Commission that in the 
task to be undertaken at the request of the United Nations Secretariat, 
there should bo included in tho first instance the examination of records 
and reports of trials of quislings and traitors who were accused of war 
crimes or crimes against humanity in addition to their other treasonable 
activities.- 


VIII, Many relevant legal texts are already in tho hands of the Secretariat 
and have been circulated as MiscolL-onoous documents; these set out tho 
law3 and decrees applicable. There may, however, bo difficulties in 
Securing m ateria l regarding the trials, especially from non-momDers of tho 
ComMayiun, {el£,. the Soviet Union, tho Soviet Zones of Occupation) and 
from tho former enemy States, Italy, Bulgaria, P.oumania, Hungary and 
Finland, Ful] transcripts would seem necessary for a full examination 
of the way in which the rights of the accused aro provided for during his 
trial. For an estimate of tho protection of the rights of his victims, 
however, the essentials are a statement of the offence, the attitude of 
the Court to such ploas as superior orders or act of subordinate without 
tho knowledge of the accused, and the decision of the Court* 

If the work to be undertaken is to includo information arising from 
trisd .3 of quislings and traitor s accused of war crimes and crimes 
against humanity, il will bo necossary to enlist tho assistance of the 
member governments ana perliaps ol too united Nations Secretariat in 
securing such information from countries which are nut members of the 
United Nations War Crimes Commission. 

As fsr as tlie trials of war criminals proper are concerned the material 
collected for the purposo of law reporting will also form the main basisfor 
this new work. 


IX. For technical reasons the division of the material appears necossary, 

into tho analysis of: 

i n) tho trial of tho major German war criminals, (Nuremberg), 
b) tho trial of tho major Japanese war criminals, (Tokyo), 
c) the trials of persons of enemy nationality or .allegiance accused of 
war crimes, crimes against peace and crimes against humanity not 
falling within tue categories (a) .'.and (b), 

(d) the trials of quislings and traitors accused of war crimes or crimes 
against hux-iity, net f-lling within tin- Categories (a), (b) and (o)* 

Work on tho tasks mentioned under (a) and (c) could start forthwith, 
whereas the completion uf (b) will have to wait until the Tokyo trial has 
ended and the transcripts of its latter part ard the decision of tho 
Tribunal ar^ available. 
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X, The collection anti publication of information concerning human 

lights arising from the tri.da ia not an ena but obviously 

servos a specific practical purposdT 1 " This purpose is to cdLil in the 
main task of the Commission on Human Rights, particularly the prepara¬ 
tion of an international bill of rights, international declarations 
or conventions on civil liberties* It 13 , therefore, submitted 
that the work of collecting tho respective material should be under- 
taken*v&th this end in view* 

1'he information to be collected will bo of a two-fold character, 
tho one aspect being how human rights have boon violated, the other 
how they have been protected. 

Every crime or nearly ovory crino violates a right and therewith 
a "human right" in a wider, non-technical sense. Every individual 
murdor violates a human right. The same applies to almost all 
violations of the lavra and customs of war and to all acts coning under 
the torn "crime against humanity" as defined in the basic documents, 
e.g. in the Chartor f the International Military Tribunal of 8th 
August 1945# The Ecjnomic and Social Council obviously does not 
expeot a collection of material indiscriminately doaling with records 
of common lav/ crimes, war crimes, and crimes against humanity which wore 
tho subject of criminal proceedings in international tribunals, mixod 
courts and in national, military and occupation courts. Records of 
trials of porsons responsible for such outrages as deportation of 
allied nationals into oncentration camps, their ill-treatment and 
murder, tho killing of prisoners of war, extermination of whole 
populations and so on, are of very groat interest to tho historian, 
the sociologist and the lawyer, but thoy .are of no particular rolovance 
to tho task before the Human Rights Commission, beoause no catalogue 
of human rights is needed to place it beyond doubt that murder of 
innocent men, women .and children is criminal. 


To an evon greater extent the 3amo is true of an indiscriminate 
oollootion of information arising from trials of quislings and 
traitors. 

It is therefore probable that tho requirements of tho oase will 
boat be met if the collection of material were to be restricted to the 
roooriing of such incilonts and reactions to thorn as throw a light on 
the auffioioncy or otherwise of tho laws anl usages of v/ar and other 
provisions of international law and of municipal legal orders which 
purport to afford protection against violations of human rights. 


XI# 



With this iii view, Committee III consider that tho collection of 
matoriol should, in the main, bo restricted to records illustrative 
of the following questions! 

(a) Casos, if thero are any, where the existing provisions of inter¬ 
national lav/ did not furnish a sufficient basis for imposing a just 
penalty for activities violating human rights. 


(b) Cases whore the competent tribunal has found that a sufficient 
basis exists in international or municipal lav/ for tlie punishment of 
certain activities violating human rights, but whore tho legal 
position remains doubtful because tho respective decision of tho court 
is not binding on other courts. In international lav/ and in the 
municipal law of many countries, decisions delivered by courts have 
the offeot of res iu-.lio.ata only as far as tho actual parties to tho 
proceedings are concerned. It is thorofore advisable ir. such cases 
to placo the lav/ beyond doubt as to future occurrences. 
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(o) Cases showing that more elaborate provisions of international law 

could have prevented violations of human rights fron occurring. Tho 

question of the protection of civilian populations of occupied Cy ^ ' 

territory as distinct from prisoners of war, is a case in point. Tho 

oase3 will certainly show that many crimes would have teen prevented, 

if machinery similar to that established for the protection of 

prisoners of war had been in oporation also for the protection of 

Civilian members of the population of occupied territory, and of persons 

who were deported from occupied territory. Article 6(c; >f the Charter 

ui the international Military Tribunal extends its protection to "any 

Civilian population a close study of tho casos will show, however, 

that greater elaboration of this principle and the establishment of 

proper machinery is necessary. 


(d) Stress should bo laid, in sifting, collecting and arranging the 
material, on the protection of human rights of persons who are not of r.j 
tho nationality of the victorious Powers. In the province of what is 
now called "crimes against humanity", the aspect of these provisions as 
a means of protecting human rights stands out most clearly. Here the 
report to be produced \dll have to show how certain flagrant violations 
of human rights have gone unpunished mainly for lack of jurisdiction of 
the respective tribunals. 


. JP 


Crimes committed before the 1st September 1939 in Germany against 
Germans are here in point, in view of the Berlin Protocol of 6th 
Qotober 194-5, by which the scopo of Art. 6(c) of the Charter of the 
International Military Tribunal was restrictively defined. This 
necessarily led to the restrictive interpretation of the Charter by the 
Nuremberg Tribunal, the attitude of which may - roughly - be summarized 
by s tating that only such inhumane acts as were connected with the war, 
which were committed "in execution of or in connection with" a war 
crime or a crime against peace, come under tho jurisdiction of the 
Tribunal and therefore within the notion of "crime against humanity ". 

A similar lacuna (fron the point of view of the future protection of 
human rights) are the provisions of the basic documents under which 
many allied military tribunals v/ere prevented from taking cognizance 
of acts such as the murders of tons of thousands of German "useless 
eater?" in institutions such as Hadamar, or the murder and ill-treatment 
of, say, Hungarian inmates of Belson Concentration Gamp. With this, 
provisions will have to be contrasted, e.g. the Control Council Lav/ No. 

10, which gives to the competent courts jurisdiction without the 
important qualifications of the Nuremberg Charter and the Berlin Protocol. 

The activities of the Tribunals applying Low No.10 in tho different 
Zones of Germany will be of particular intorost for the report. 

(e) It will be one of the main tasks of tho report to examine the 

question of reprisals, legitimate and otherwise, in the light of the f ' 

proceedings against parsons who v/ere charged with war crimes and have 
pleaded, with or without success, that they had acted in execution of 
legitimate reprisals. Thu exercise of a real or assumed right of 
reprisal is a very important source of violations of human rights of 
innocent persons in time of crisis. 

(f) Attention should also be paid in the report to the responsibility 
of military commaniers and administrators for violations of human rights 
connitted by their subordinates, which lias boon assumed in many of the ( , - " 1 
important war crimes cases, 3uch as in the Americarv^Japaneso case of 
Yomashita, in the Canadian/Germon case of Meyer an t in the British/German 

case of Kesselring. The establishment of such responsibility i3 one of 
the links in an efficient machinery for the protection of human rights in 
time of war and occupation. 


(g) It may be added, that the whole problem of the defences of superior 
orders and duress can be regarded, as one of balancing the conflicting ( f , 
Claims of an accu3od and his victims. The Secretariat is now in 
possuc8ion of considerable information regarding tho law and practice of 
the various allied countries on this matter. 
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(h) Much of thi.s study will in practice amount in the first place to 
showing how the Hague and Genova Conventions protect certain rights 
of certain typos of people, e.g., prisoners of war, the sick and 
woundod and the civilians of occupied territories, anil secondly to 
quoting as examples of such protection, trials in which the provisions 
of these Conventions have been applied. Such on account may seem 
elementary to the United Nations War Crimes Commission, but would not 
appear so to persons less acquainted with these questions. 


In general, it will be appro; riate to illustrate on the basis of 
the immense material available, the development from the position 
whore only alliod interests and allied rights were considered to be 
'• ' protected, to a stage where the trend clearly was to oxtond the pro¬ 
tection of minimum standards of humanity to hu’nan beings everywhere. 


In connection with violations of human rights, committed e.g. in 
execution of a policy of persecution of political, racial and' religious 
gro ps, the aspect of jurisdiction will be of greater inqportance than 
the gaps in substantive law. 

It has already been stated supra (IX (a) and (b)) that it will bo 
one of the most import'd! tasks of the work to illustrate gaps in 
^ ^y. ( international law which have the effect that some activities violating 

human rights go at present unpunished. 


f\ , 


It is, however, only a small fraction of information concerning 
such lacunae in international lav/, v/ldch can ue discovered in the 
transcripts of trials and in judgments actually delivered. Although, 
as indicated under (d) supra, 3one of the trials will certainly be 
informative on this ix>int, the question, for instance, to what extent 
reprisals are allowed can hardly be answered satisfactorily with the 
help of transcripts of trials only. In the great majority of cases in 
which the prosecuting authorities hold the opinion that even flagrant 
violations of human rights wore justified in positive international law 
as reprisals, no charge has been brought before a court. The transcripts 
of trials of war criminals, etc. will show, apart from rare exceptions, 
merely cases where the provisions of international law on reprisals did 
not 3tand in the way Of the punishment of violations of human rights. 


In addition to the files of the Commission, the files oi the 
prosecuting authorities may bo the richest source for the study of 
such gaps in' international law. 

It will, of course, riot ba possible to make use of the internal 
files of the prosecuting authorities to the same extent as of the 
transcripts of* trials which were conducted in open court. On the 
other hand, enquiries with the competent authorities - for instance a 
request for a report on cases Ln which no charge was brought in view of 
the provisions of international lav/ concerning reprisals - will no 
doubt furnish useful information. 


XIV. - As the ox'imes of enemy nationals committed against enemy nationals 
(and stateless persons) on crony territory, £«31 mainly within the 
Jurisdiction of the local courts uf the respective territories, a full 
documentation of these aspects will have to take account also of trials 
/ conduotod before courts of former enemy States, including Gentian and 

Austrian courts, which at present act under the supervision and with the 
permission of the allied occupation authorities. 


The Legal Division of the British Element of the Control Commission 
for Germany expressed its willingness some time ago to send to the 
Commission returns of all the cases of crimes against humanity which were 
due for trial or have been tried by German courts, (Doc.M.114, 5)» I n 
important cases at least, it may be possible to procure the transcripts 
or copies of the official records Of those trials, and aupioo of the 
judicial decisions. 
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XV. It vdll be desirable that the collection should include 

material from which not only the present state of international law 

can be gathered, but also the changes which have occurred in tho lavra 

and customs of war and in international law in general in the last (~ , C , 

throo or four docados. Such modifications of tho otato of the law 

may havo occurrod both in the diroction of a greutor protection of 

human rights as o.g. through the introduction of the notion of crimes 

against humanity. On the other hand, tho ox unination of the cases 

may show that owing to technical developmenta in the art of war, 

the protection previously accorded, o.ff., to non-combatants in land, 

sua ana air warfare, may bo considered to havo boon considerably 

qualified. _ 


It will be relevant to include in the survey not only trials 
oonduotod during and at tho conclusion of tho second world war, but 
to compare thorn with the material available referring to tho first 
vorid war. In this connection tho Iviinuto3 of the Responsibilities 
Commission of 1919 and its report might be a usoful source if compared 
with tho files of tho United Nations iffar Crimes Commission and trans¬ 
cripts and rocords of trials hold in connection with World War No.2. 



In making this conparision of the more rocont information with 
the material concerning tho 1914-1919 war, the Commission will not 
impinge on sub-paragraph (d) of paragraph 4 of tho Resolution of tho 
Economic and Social Council quoted in soction I of this Report (supra), 
which deals with tho preparation and publication of a survoy of tho 
development of human rights. Only the information loading up to tho 
conclusions concerning recent ovonts will be referred to. 


XVI. Committee III submits, therefore, tho following conclusions: 


(l) The work should be undertaken within the scopo outlined in the 
present paper, namely including information arising from trials of f) 

quislings arel traitors accused of war crimes and crimes against '( I' 

humanity, but excluding such trials as do not contain charges of this 
kind and are restricted to charges of high treason, treason and 
similar offences. 


If in tho course of tho actual work this definition should appear 
to be too restrictive for carrying out the task entrusted to tho 
Commission, the question of enlarging it3 scope oan be considered at 
a later stago. - 

(2) The work should be produced under the responsibility of Committee 
III. The Secretary-General should be asked to arrange that the wiiolo 
legal staff devote part of their tino to this work. The Secretary- 
General should, .after consultation with Committee III, appoint indivi¬ 
dual members of tho logal staff rapporteurs for parts of tho work* 

Tho work will probably have to bo divided on the lines indicated in 
para. VII of this report, under (a), (b), (c) and (d), it being under¬ 
stood that further sub-divisions ore not to bo excluded. 

(3) ThP report will have regard to tho double aspect of the problom 
as indicated under VIII. In collecting and sifting the material, 
regard will bo had to tho points of rolovance described supra under 
XI to XV. 

( 4 ) Representatives of member govern;Dents on tho Commission, and 
through them the Governments themselves, should bo asked for their 
assistance in procuring for the Commission that part of tho matorinl 
which is rot yet available, i.e. such relevant war orinos trials, reports 
and transcripts as havo not yet been furnished to the Commission. Suoh 
requests will require to be clearly and succinctly defined and will 
relate only to such triads as are considered likely to bo of special 
interest for the purpose of tho pro/osod survey. 










UNITE D NATION ,7Ah 3IJ M ES OUMM ISDIUN. 
Exploitation of kte J3lack Mar ket as a W ar Crime. 



I. In its meeting of 2?th February 1947, Gommlt'coo I referred, the 
French case No. 4695 to Committee III for its opinion as to whether 
the activities of the accused should be considered as war crimes. 

Committee HI discussed the case in its meetings held on 6th, 

20th, 2?th March, 16th and 30th April, 22nd May and 4th Juno 1947, 

(Minutes Nos. 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 of 1947) anil adopted the 
following report; 

II. The French Nutijnal Office charges Colonel Vbltjon3 and 36 other 
persons with the war crime of "Economic Pillage". It rofer3 to N0.I3 
of the working list of war crimes adopted by the Commission (Doc.C.l) 
and refers as to reluvant provisions of national law to Art.440 of tho 
French Penal Code and the French Decree of 1st September 1939. 

• M 

III. In the French charge it is stated that tho first accused, Colonel 
Voltjcns, wan a Go 1 man official for the carrying out of the Four-Year 
Plan and had the task of organising the black market in the occupied 
territories of tho West, in order to enable tho importing into Germany 
of the greatest possible quantities of goods,. in addition to the taxes 
in kind and the official purchases. The otter accused persons wore 
the directors of services and managers of enterprises entrusted with 
carrying out the.Ventjons plan. According to the charge, Veltjens 
proposed on 21st May 1942 the scientific organisation of the black 
market in tho occupied territories of the West. At a conference held 
with this end in view, the plan proposed by him was adopted and in an 
official letter from Gooring, Voltjens received full powers for its 
execution. The charge quotes from a memorandum prepared by Veltjens 
dated 21st May 1942 that "a central administration is created for . 
seeking out and using goods from tho black market in occupied territories". 
It was a question of "using the black market to the graatest extent and in 
the best financial conditions for the Reioh". It was the purpose of the 
Veltjens organisation to snatch away and import Into Gcmany all. goods, 
raw materials or manufactured products which had been able to escape the 
official commercial transactions and the taxes and requisitions of the 
German occupation. Agents of the different Gorman organisations, paid on* 
a commission basis, having important means of access to credits and very 
large sums of ready money, sought out stocks of goods for which they paid 
apy price whatever. The French charge further states that the injurious 
effects of th. Veltjens organisation is shown by its own words in its 
report of the 1.5th January 1943, to Reichsmarshal Gooring. 

(x) The discussion and preparatory work preceding thi3 roport is to be 
found in Documents XIl/80, IJl/81, Ul/ 83 , 113/84, III/86, III /87 
and in Committee III Minutes Nos. 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 of 1947* 
Relevant questions of law pertinent to the subject have also been 
discussed in Document-, l/22 and III/15. 











It oraphasisea first that to the oc L ont of nine-tenths the financing of 
the operations on the black market by the pure lias ing offices was assured 
by the payment of the French occupation expenses. It aleo sets out 
the economic value of the commercial transactions carried out cn the 
black market by drawing a favourable comparison between tin operations 
oarried out by this service in the period from 1st July 1942 to 30th 
November 1942, amounting to 384,000,000 Km, with the operations of the 
official services for normal transactions operated by the 
MilitHrbefohlchaber, (267,000,000 Rm), The Fre no a charge concludes 
that the Voltjens organisation enabled the German war economy completely 
to drain the internal markets of the occupied countries without prejudi¬ 
cing the German financos. Its methodical exploitation of the black 
market was, the charge submits, calculated nut only tc empty franco of 
all substances from the economic point of viow, but also to cause a rice 
in prices and inflation and a certain moral decline in the quarters 
affected directly or indirectly by the purchasing offices, 

IV. Comnittee III first considered whether the activities of the 
accused persons complained of come, aa stated by the French National 
Office, under the notion of pillage. 

In conventional international law, the question of pillage is 
dealt with in article 47 of the Hague Regulations of 190/, according to 
which, "pillage is formally foreidden". 

Pillago is also one of the items of the 1919 lirt which has boon 
adopted by thi3 Commission as its working list of war crimes (Doc.C.l). 
The provision of article 47 n*>ans, in the first instance, that private 
property of inhabitants of occupied territory is no longer a lawful 
object of private booty. Occupant soldiers must not plunder for 
private purposes. In his monograph on the International Economic Law 
of Belligerent Occupation, S.H.Feilchonfeld states that, in his view, 
the rule against pillage does not merely protect private property, but 
is also directed against all acts of individual lawlessness, committed in 
regard to property interests of all kinds, including public property, 

"It is necessary to think", tho writer gues on to say, "not merely of 
individuals, but also of big business interests that muy want to rob 
inhabitants. They may employ more complicated methods than outright 
physical stealing. The gravest cases of blackmail purchases have 
reoently been those in which a person is forced to sell his business to 
another who is more acceptable to tho authorities of the occupant. 
However, we are here dealing only with private pressure; where govern¬ 
ment pressure is used or added we no longer have a clear case of private 
plundering, but are confronted with public confiscation, legal or 
illegal, according to whether the rules on requisitions are observed." 
(o.c, pp. 31 - 32 ). 

V. The Charter of the International Military Tribunal annexed to the* 
Four-Power Hgreonv nt of 8 th ^uguct 1945, dees not use the term 
"pillage", but speuks, in .article 6 (b) of "plunder of public or private 
property" (cf. Doc.Hl/ 67 , analysing the treatment of plunder of public 
and private property in tie Nuremberg Judgment), The Nuremberg 
Judgment has submarined th< law as to economic war crimes by stating 
that, under the rules of war, the economy of an occupied country can 
only be required to bear the expenses of the occupation, and these should 
not bo greater tlian the eoonory of the country can be reasonably 
expected to bear (page 53 of Cmd. 6964 ). "Fvidenco in tho Nuremberg 
case has established,"tho Tribunal further states, "that the territories 
occupied by Genmuiy were exploited for the German war effort in the most 
ruthless way, without consideration of the local oconony, and in con¬ 
sequence of a deliberate design and policy. There was in truth a 
systematic "plunder of private ox- public property" which was criminal 
under Articlo 6(b) of the Charter (;.>,.54 of Qnd. 6964 ). 






In describing the conduct of the occupying authorities in some of 
the occupied countries, the Nuremberg Judgment (l.c.) refers to an 
carder by Goering, issued as early as the 19th October 1939, and states 
the followings 

" As a consequence of this order, agricultural products, raw 
materials needed by Goman factories, machine tools, transportation 
equipment, other finished products and even foreign securities and 
holdings of foreign exchange were all requisitioned and sent to Germany, 
These resources v.ure requisitioned in a manner out of all proportion to 
the economic resources of those countries, and resulted in famine, 
inflation and an active block market. At first the German occupation 
authorities attempted to suppress the black market, because it was a 
channel of distribution keeping local products out of German hands, 

Bhe.n attempts at suppression failed, a German V'urchasing agency was 
organised to make purchases for Germany un the black market, thus 
carrying out the assurance made by the defendant Coering that it was 
’’necessary that all should knov/ that if there is to be famine anywhere , 
it shall in no cast , be in Germany.' 1 In marty of the occupied countries 
of tne East and t’i. Vest, the authorities maintained the pretence of 
paying for all the property which they seized. This elaborate pretence 
of payment merely disguised the fact that the goods sent to Germany from 
these occupied countries were paid for by the occupied countries them¬ 
selves, cither by the device of excessive occupation costs or by forced 
loans in return for a credit balance on a "clearing account" 'which was an 
account merely in name. In most of the occupied countries of the East 
even this pretence of legality was not maintained; economic exploitation 
became deliberate plunder." 

VI, It will be 3een from the preceding paragraph that the London Charter 
and the Nuremberg Judgment have developed the rules of international law 
•n our question to the extent that not only pillage, which is the 
unauthorised outrage of individual soldiers, is punishable, but als® 
activities which come under the wider term of plunder of public or private 
property and in this connection the very fact which is charged by the 
French National Office in the present case has been mentioned in the 
Judgment, namely the organisation of a purchasing agency to make 
purchases for Germany on the black market. 

It is stated in the French charge and it is quoted in paragraph II 
(supra) that to the extent of nine-tenths, the financing of the operations 
on the black market by the purchasing cfficos was assured by the payment '* 
of Arench occupation expenses.* 

It is also stated in the charge that the agents of the Veitjens 
organisation sought out stocks of goods for whi ch they paid any price 
whatever. 

VII. In the opinion of Committee III, it would, however, be incorrect to 
. assume that the purchasing of goods cn the black market, particularly in 

circumstances in which the highest prices are paid, constitutes pillage 
either in the traditional sense of this word or as extended by the leading 
writer on the subject. 


Theso black market operations do not even come under the wider 
notion of plunder as applied at Nuremberg. 

Pillage or plunder pre-3uppose that the goods were taken from the 
victim of pillage or plunder against the victim's will and without con¬ 
sideration. If the gcods were not taken against the will ®f the legiti¬ 
mate owner and if adequate compensation were given for purchased goads, 
it would be incorrect to say that the activities come under the term of 
oillage, however reprehensible they may be from other points uf view. 
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The correctness of this interpretation of the term "pillage" in 
international law is confirmed by the provisions of French municipal 
law to which the French charge itself refers, namely Art. 440 et seq. 
of the French Criminal Ghde, and the Decree of 1st September 1939. 

The relevant French municipal provisions read as follows: 

French Criminal C 0 de; 

Art. 440; 

Every act of pillage or destruction of commodities, effects or any 
movable property, committed by a group or band and by open violence. 
shall be punished by penal servitude for a term of years; each of the 
persons responsible shall also be fined between 2,400 and 60,000 francs. 

Art. 441: 

Nevertheless, those who are shown to have been caused by provocation 
or solicitation to take part in these acts of violence may only be 
punished by imprisonment. 

Art. 442: 


If tho commodities pillaged or destroyed are grains, fprain refuse 
or flour, mealy substances, bread, winn or other liquor, tho penalty 
inflicted on the leaders, instigators or inciters shull be the maximum 
period of penal sex'vitude and the maximum fine laid down in Article 440. 

Decree of 1st September 1039 respecting tho 
prevention of pillage in time of war: 

Art. 1: 

- i 

In time of war, the criminal acts of pillage set out in Articles440, 

441 and 442 of the Penal Code shall be punished by death. 

The same penalty shall be awarded for all acta of theft committed in 
a dwulling house or in a building evaouated by its occupants as a result 
of operations of war. 

From the quoted texts of the French Criminal Code, it appears that 
the application of violence is necessary to constitute the crime of pillage. 
From the decree of 1st September 1939» imposing the death penalty for 
pillage in time of war, it appears that the legislator, when dealing with 
pillage, conceived it as a violent crime deserving of the supreme penalty, 

VIII. Having arrived at the conclusion that the activities complained of do 
not come under, the term of pillage or plunder, Committee III points out 
that this does not amount to saying that the persons who were responsible 
for them ore not liable. It means that in tho Ccmmlttoo's opinion, the 
"plunder" aspect of the black market purchases consists primarily in the 
way in which the money for the operations complained of was raised. If 
Germans had brought to France liard and valuable currency and spent it at 
the black market, nobody would suggest that tho transaction bo treated as 
pillage or plunder. 

The illegal and criminal character if the schomu primarily consists, 
therefore, in the fact that nine-tenths of the money for these operations 
were taken from occupation expenses paid by France, This is evidence of 
• the fact that tho contributions which were extorted from the PVench 
■x'onorry by the German occupying authorities wore far in excess of tho 
needs of the army of occupation or of the administration of occupied 
French territory. If it had been otherwise, no money would have been 
available for financing the enemy's black market purchases destined for 
Germany, The exaction of the exorbitant contributions constitutes 










therefore, a violation of Article 49 of the Hague Regulations, which 
provides that if the occupant luvio.. money contributions in the occupied 
territory, "this shall only bo for the needs of tho army or the ndminis- 
tration of tho territory in question". This has .'□.ready boon 
established in the Nuremberg Judgment«. 

Itoia 15 of the 1919 list (Doc.C.l) reads: "Exaction of ille_,^tinato 
or of exorbitant contributions and requisitions". 

Committee III is therefore of the opinion that those persons who 
wore responsible for the policy of exacting exorbitant contributions by 
the German authorities from the French authorities, or knowingly used 
tho money thus extorted for tho purchases in connection with the black 
market operations outlined in tho French charge, are guilty of having 
committed a war crime and cm be listed for this war crimo whore a 
priraa facie case of their implication is established. 

IX. In addition to the criminal liability of those persons who 'were 

.responsible for the illegal extortion of tho money with v/hich the 
operations wore financed, it goes without saying that to tho extent to 
which purchases on the black market were prohibited and criminal under 
French municipal law, the activities described in the charge constitute 
a violation of those French provisions. To that extent the activities 
charged wore offences under French municipal law and are punishable as 
such. 


X. Oonmitteo III recommends that tho National Office should bo asked 
to submit additional information with a view to establishing tho fact 
that tho activities known as tho "black riarkot" wore at tho material 
time prohibited and punishable under French law. 

XI. On the question whether they simultaneously constitute a violation 
of a rule of international lav/, the following nay be said: Article 43 

of the Hague Regulations provides that the occupant has a duty to restore 
and ensure public order and safoty a nd to respect , unless absolutely 
prevented, the lav/s in for ce in the country. This provision is addressed 
to the occupying P 0 v/er as such. The rule that tho occupying Power shall 
respect the lav/s in force in the country primarily means that it 3hall 
not, unless absolutely prevented, make alterations in the laws in force 
in the occupied country. The respect to the laws in force is therefore, 
in the first instance, illustrated by the duty of abstention from changing 
them. 


In tho opinion of Committee III, tho prohibition covers not only 
the formal changing of the laws in force, but also the organising of a 
systematic violation of those laws. If the Hague Convention prohibits, 
apart from tho case of absolute necessity, the changing of the lav/, tho 
prohibition comprises also what is in fact tho sane and actually more 
objectionable, namely the planning 'aid organising of violations of this 
lav/. The persons responsible for tho organising and planning of 
systematic violations of the laws in force in France are therefore guilty 
of a violation of Article 43 of tho Hague Regulations. 

XII. Having thus established that tin. activities of the organisers at tho 
top and the main instruments of the policy of violating the municipal 
French provisions prohibitin • the black market, is a violation of a rule 
of international law, namely of Article 43 of the Hague Regulations, 
Committee III had to de;J with n further question which goes to the root 
not only of tho jurisdiction of i. •• r ho t . i Nati< r TTar Crimes Commission 
but of the fundamental problems of aelinquency in international lav/ in 
general. The notion of an internal! nal crime or of a crime in 
international law has been controversial for a very long tine. It is 
particularly tho Gon.ui literature on the subject v/hich holds that every 











contravention of international lav/ amounts to an international crime; 
not only acts which are shocking from tho moral point of view are under 
this doctrine international crimeq but also every breach of contract 
or agreement. This doctrine is particularly upheld by otrupp in his 
book "Das vttlkerrechtliche Delikt", 1920. His opinion nas not been 
accepted by other writeru. 

Fauchille distinguishes between "dblits internationaux" and the 
bixiach of contract ual obligations, Rivier, principes du droit des 
gens, says: "Tout aote qui viole un droit esoentiol cat une infraction 
au droit des gens, un crime au dJlit international". Rivier speaks 
of the violation of an essential right a3 constituting an 
international crime. 

That acts constituting what corresponds to civil wrongs (torts) 
and breach of contract were by writers of international law put on the 
same footing as acts corresponding to crimes in municipal law, was, in 
the opinion of Committee III, mainly due to the fact that, until very 
recent times, only States were considered to be subjects of international 
law. -according to this theory the law of nations excluded the 
possibility of "punishing" a 3tute for an international delinquency and 
of considering the latter in the light of a crime and led to the 
conclusion that the only legal consequences of international delinquency 
were such us create reparation of the moral and material wrong done. 

The equation of acts morally shocking with act3 constituting merely 
contraventions of contractual obligations, had its origin in the theory 
of this school of thought, which was by no means unchallenged, namely 
that even atrocious crimes were supposed to lead not to tho punishment 
of the guilty individual, but only to a claim against the State for 
reparation and damages. 

At the present stage in t he development of international law, a 
doctrine which does not distinguish between orimes entailing criminal 
respunsibility and mere civil or administrative wrongs must be 
considered obsolete in international law. Such a doctrine is to-day 
obsolete in international la;/ as it has been obsolete in the municipal 
law of civilised States for hundreds of years. Under the principles 
laid down in the Four-rower Agreomont of 8th august 1945, international 
lav/ assumes responsibility for punishing international crimes. These 
principles have been endorsed by the 19 States who have adhered to the 
Agreement, they have been applied in the Nuremberg Judgment, affirmed 
by a Resolution passed by the 54 States forming the General Assonibly of 
the United Nations on 11th December 1946, and also accepted by the five 
/exis Countries with whom Treaties ./ere signed on the 10th February 1947* 

It is therefore necessary to establish a delimitation between acts 
entailing criminal responsibility and other illegal acts which, 
without constituting an international crime, aro mere contraventions of 
customary or conventional rules. 

The deinarkation lino between acts which are merely illegal because 
they violate conventional or customary provisions of interna*ional law, 
and such act 3 which also constitute international crimes and entail 
personal criminal liability, can only bo drawn by reference to the 
general principles of criminal law as recognised by civilised nations, 
and as, inter alia, applied in tlio Nuremberg proceedings. If the 
violation of a rule of the Hague Regulations simultaneously constitutes 
an offence against tho g. ncrol principles of criminal law, then it also 
constitutes a war crime. 

XIII. In the present case, the accused persons are charged with acts 
which, though not technically constituting pillage, amount to a 
conspiracy to violate municipal law which the perpetrators were bound 
to respect, and thereby to exploit the economy of the occupied country. 
The activities resulted, according to the ch.orge, in the emptying of 
Franoh of all substances, in the causing of a riuc in prices, in 
inflation and in a certain moral decline. All these results are 
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oontrory to the duties which are enjoined upon an occupant by 
international law and y/e find therefore combined both the illegal 
means and the effect deprecated by international law. On the facts 
submitted by the French National Office, the accused persons have 
violated not only a technical provision of international lav/, but an 
cssential right of the occupied country, (see Kivier's statement, 
XII, para.2 above 1. 

XIV. Provided that the facts alleged are taken to be established, 
Committee III is of the opinion that those persons who are respon¬ 
sible for the preparation or planning of this policy or for carrying 
it into effect, whether at the centre or locally, are criminally 
responsible for these violations of international law. 

This does not implicate persons who, without operating this 
scheme or forming part of the machinery of carrying it out, have 
availed themselves of the possibility to make sales or purchases 
prohibited under French law, 

Hie latter, though probably criminally liable under municipal 
law are, in the Committee's opinion, not guilty of a war orime". 









To be attached to 
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UNIIBP NATIONS WAR GRIMES COMMISSION* 


In its meeting held on 13th June, 1947, (M.129), 
the Commission adopted Doc.C.260 subjeot to soma 
drafting amendments which Committee III wero requested 
to undertake. Conmitteo III discussed the matter in 
its meeting held on 2i+.th July 1947, decided on some 
changes of wording, in particular of paragraphs VII 
and VIII of Doc.C.260 (v/hich had been proposed in Doc. 
III/ 97 ) and agreed to issue Doc.C.260 in its amended 
form as D Q c. C.260(l). 
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c. 260 (1) 
29 th July, 1947 . 

UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION. 


Exploitation of the Black Market as a War Crime. 
French C a se N 0 . 4695*^ 


Report by Committee III. 

I* In its meeting of 27th February 1947, Committee I referred the 

French case No.4695 to Committee III for its opinion a3 to whether the 
activities of the accusod should bo considered as war crimes. 

Committee III discussed the caso in its mootings hold on 6th, 20th, 
27th March, 16th and 30th April, 22nd May and 4 th June 1947» (Minutes 
N 0 s. 2 * 5, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 9 of 1947) and adopted the following report; 

II. The French National Office charges Colonel Veltjens and 36 other 
persons with the war crime of "Economic Pillaso". It refers to No.13 of 
the working list of war crimus adopted by the Commission, (Doc.C.l.) and 
refers to the relovant provisions of national law of Art. 440 of the 
French Ponnl Code and the French Docroo of 1st September 1939. 

III. In the French charge it is stated that the first accused, Colonel 

Voltjens, was a German official for the carrying out of the Four-Year 
Plan and had the task of organising tho black market in the occupied ter¬ 
ritories of the West, in order to enable tho importing into Germany of 
the greatest possible quantities of goods, in addition to the taxes in 
kind and tho official purchases. Tho other accused persons were the 
directors of services and managers of enterprises entrusted with carrying 
out the Voltjens plan. According to the charge, Veltjens proposed on 
21st May 1942 tho scientific organisation of the black market in the 
oocupied territories of tho J e st. At a conference hold with this end in 
view, the plan proposed by him was adopted and in an official letter from 
Gooring, Veltjens received full powers for its execution. The charge 
quotes from a memorandum prepared by Voltjens dated 21st May 1942, that 
"a central administration is created for seeking out and using goods from 
the black market in oocupiod territories". was a question of "using 

the black market to the greatest extont and in the best financial condi¬ 
tions for the Reich". It was the purpose of the Veltjens organisation to 
snatch away and import into Germany all goods, raw materials or manufac¬ 
tured products which had boon abla to escape tho official conmercial 
transactions and the taxes and requisitions of tho German occupation. 

Agents of the different German organisations, paid on a commission basis, 
having important means of access to credits and very large sums of ready 
money, sought out stocks of goods for which they paid any price whatever. 
The Fronch chargo further states that tne injurious effects of the Veltjens 
organisation is shown by its own words in its report of the 15th January 
1943» to Reichsmarshal Gooring.. 


(h) The discussion and preparatory work preceding this report is 

to be found in Documents III/80, IIl/Ol, III/ 83 , Hl/84, III/86, 
III /87 and in Comitteo III Minutes Nos. 2, }, 4, 5# 6, 7 and 8 
of 1947. Relevant questions of law pertinent to tho subject 
have also been discussed in Documents 1/22 and III/13. 
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It emphasises first that to the extent of nine-tenths the financing of 
the operations on the black market by the purchasing offices was assured 
by thj payment of the French occupation expenses. It al 3 c sets out 
the economic value of the commerci/il transactions carried out an the 
black market by drawing a favourable comparison between ths operations 
carried out by this service in the period from 1st July 1942 to 30th 
November 1942, amounting to 384,000,000 Rm, ’with tho operations of the 
affioial services for normal transactions operated by the 
MilitSirbefehlshaber, (267,000,000 Rm), The French charge concludes 
that tho Vultjene organisation enabled tho German mr economy euJiiplotoly 
to drain the internal markets of the occupied countries without prejudi¬ 
cing the German finances. Its methodical exploitation of the black 
market -.was, the charge submits, calculated not only to empty F ranoe D f 
all substances from the' economic point of viow, but also to cause a rise 
in prices and inflation and a certain moral decline in the quarters 
affected directly or indirectly by the purchasing offices, 

IV. Conmittee III first considered whether the activities of the 
accused persons complained of come, as stated by the French National 
Office, under the notion of pillage. 

In conventional international lav/, the question of pillage is 
dealt with in ..article 47 of tho Hague Reguihtions of 1907, according to 
which, "pillage is formally forbidden". 

Pillage is also one of the items of the 1919 list which has been 
adopted by this Commission as its v/orking list of war crimes (Doo.C.l). 
The provision of article 47 moans, in the first instance, that private 
property of inhabitants of occupiod territory is no longer a lawful 
objeot of private booty. Occupant soldiers must not plunder for 
private purposes. In his monograph on the International Economic Law 
of Belligerent Occupation, S.H.Feilchenfeld states that, in his view, 
the rule against pillage does not merely pretoct private property, but 
is also direoted against all acta of individual lawlessness, committed in 
regard to property interests of all kinds, inoluding public property, 

"•^t is necessary to think", the writer g*es on to say, "not merely of 
individuals, but ala* of big business interests that may xvant to rob 
inhabitants. They may employ more complicated methods than outright 
physical stealing. The gravest cases of blaokmail purchases have 
recently been those in which a person is forced to sell his business to 
another who is more acceptable to the authorities of the occupant. 
However, vre are here dealing only with private pressuro; where govern¬ 
ment pressure is used or added we no longer have a clear case of private 
plundering, but are confronted with public confiscation, legal or 
illegal, according to whether the rules on requisitions aro observed." 
(o.o, pp, 31 - 32 ). 

V. The Charter of the International Military Tribunal annexed to the 
Four-Power A^eoment of 8th ..ugust 1945, does not use the term 
"pillage", but speaks, in .irticle 6(b) of "plunder of public or private 
property" (of, l)oc,lil/6y, analysing tne treatment of plunder of publio 
and private property in tic Nuremberg Judgment), The Nuremberg 
Judgment has suimarised the law as to economic war crimes by stating 
that, under the rules of war, the economy of an occupied country can 
only be required to bear the expenses of the occupation, and these should 
not be greater than the economy of the country can be reasonably 
expected to bear (page 53 of Cmd, 6964 ), "Evidence in the Nuremberg 
case has established,"tho Tribunal further states, "that the territories 
occupied by Germany were exploited for tho German war effort in the most 
ruthless way, without consideration of the local eopnony, and in con¬ 
sequence of a deliberate design and policy. There was in truth a 
systematic "plunder of private or public property" whioh was criminal 
under Article 6(b) of the Charter ( .>,54 of Qmd, 6964 ), 






In describing the conduct of the occupying authorities in 3 ome of 
the occupied countries, the Nuremberg Judgment (l.c.) refers to an 
ordor by Gearing, issued as early as the 19th October 1939* and states 
the following: 

" A 3 a consoquenca of this order, agricultural products, raw materials 
noeded by German factories, machine tools, transportation equipment, 
other finished products and even foreign securities and holdings of 
foroign exchange were all requisitioned and sent to Germany* Theso 
resources 1 / 0 re x-equisitionod in a manner out of all proportion to the 
economic resources of those countries, and resulted in famine, inflation 
and an active black markot. At first the Gorman occupation authorities 
attempted to suppress the black market, because it was a channel of 
distribution keoping local products out of Gorman hands. When attempts 
at suppression failod, a German purchasing agency was organised to raaice 
purchases for Germany on the black market, thus carrying out the assurance 
made by the dofendant Goo ring that"it was "necessary that all should know 
that if there is to be famine any/here, it 3 hull in no case be in Gormafly . 11 
In no ry of the occupied countries of the East and the West, the authorities 
maintained the pretence of paying for all the property which they soizod. 

This elaborate pretence of payment merely disguised the fact that the goods 
sent to Germany from those occupied countries were paid for by the occupied 
countries themselves, either by the dovico of excessive occupation costs or 
by forced loans in return for a credit balance on a "eloui-ing account" 
which was an account merely in name. In most of the occupied countries of 
the East oven this pretence of legality was not maintained; economic exploi¬ 
tation became deliberate plunder. " 

VI. It will bo seen from the preceding paragraph that the London Charter 
and the Nuremberg Judgment have developed the rules of international law on 
our question to the extent that not only pillage, which is the unauthorized 
outrage of individual soldiers, is punishable, but also activities which 
come under the wider term of plunder of public or private property and in 
this connection the vary fact which is charged by the French National Office 
in the present case has been mentioned in the Judgment, namoly the organisa¬ 
tion of a purchasing agency to make purchases for Germany on the black market* 

It is stated in the French charge and it is quoted in paragraph II 
(supra) that tu the extent of nine-tenths, the financing of the operations 
on the black market by the purchasing offices was assured by the payment of 
French occupation expenses. “ - — ~ 

It is also stated in the charge that the agents of the Veltjens 
organisation sought out stocks of goods for which they paid any price 
whatever. 

VII. From what was stated in paragraphs IV, V and VI of this report, it 
appears that in recent years the notions of "pillage" and "plundor of cublio 
arcl private property" have been extended beyond the scope the term "pillage* 
was probably considered to covor at the time of tho making of tho Hague 
Regulations. In modern international law, particularly a* applied in the 
judgment of the International Military Tribunal, "pillage" or "plundor" 
probably comprise facts which do not come under tho notion of pillage in 
French municipal law, to which the French charge itself refers* Tho 
relevant French municipal provisions road as follows: 

Article 440 of tho French Crirunol Code: "Every act of pillage or 
destruction of commodities, effects or any movable proparty, committed by a 
group or band and by o pen violenc e , shall be punished by penal servitude for 
a tern of years; oach of the persons responsible shall also be fined between 
2,400 and 60,000 francs". Article 441: "Nevertheless, those who are shown 
to havo been caused by provocation or solicitation to take part in those acts 
of violence may only bo punished by imprisonment". Article 442: "If tho 
commodities pillaged or uostruyed are grains, grain refuse or flour, moaly 
substances, broad, wane or other liquor, the penalty inflicted on the leaders, 
instigators or inciters shall be the maximum poriod of penal servitude and 
tho maximum fine laid down in Article 44O. " 










Tine Douroe of 1st September 1939, which if? also **o?orrcd to "by the 
French National Offico, respecting the prevention of pillage in time of 
war provides in Article 1: "In time of war, the criminal acts of pillage 
set out in Articles 440, 441 and 442 of tho Penal Code 3hall be punished 
by death. The sano penalty shall be awardod for all acts of theft 
oommittod in a dwelling house or in a building evacuated by its occupants 
as a result of operations of war. " 

From the quoted texts of the French Criminal Code, it appears that 
in Fronch municipal law tho aoolication of violence ic necessary to 
constitute the crime of pillago# From tho dnoroe of 1st Soptoraber,1939, 
imposing tho death penalty for pillage in time of war, it appears that the 
legislator, when dealing with pillage, conceived it as a violent crimo 
deserving of the supremo penalty. 

In the cose before us, tho goods wo re not taken against the will of 
tho legitimate owners anl adequate compensation (oven high prices) was 
given for purchased goods. Since, however, the question of the jJLegol 
character of those transactions con best bo dealt with on tho basis proposed 
in sootion VIII below, Committoe III does not consider it nocessary to 
express an opinion whether the purchasing of goods on the black market 
constitutes pillage either in the traditional sense of this word or as 
extended by the leading writers on tho subject (of. Fcilchenfold, "Economic 
Law of Belligerent Occupatiori) or whether these black market operations 
come under the wider notion of plundor as-appliod at Nuremberg. 

VIII. Comndttoo III bases its conclusions concerning tho criminality of the 
activities with which the accused individuals are charged on other provisions 
of international law than those dealing with pillago and plunder. In tho 
Committee's opinion tho "plunder" aspoct of tho black market purchases 
oonsists primarily in the way in which tho money for tho operations complained 
of was raised. 

The illegal and criminal character of the scheme consists, in the 
Committee's opinion, primarily in the fact that nine-tonths of the money 
for these operations woro taken from occupation oxponsos paid by France* 

This is evidence of the fact that tho contributions which were extorted 
from tho French econony by tho German occupying authorities wore far in 
excess of the needs of the army of occupation or of tho alministration of 
occupiod Fronch territory. If it hod boon otherwise, no money would havo 
beon available for financing the energy's black market purchases destined 
for Germany. Tho exaction of the exorbitant contributions constitutes, 
theroforo, a violation of Article 49 of the Hague Regulations, which 
provides that if the occupant levies money contributions in the occupied 
territory, "this shall only be for tho needs of tho army or the administra¬ 
tion of the territory in question". Thi3 has already been established in 
the Nuremberg Judgment. 

Item 15 of tho 1919 list (Doc. C.l) roads: "Exaction of illegitimate 
or of exorbitant contributions and requisitions". 

Committee III is theroforo of the opinion that those persons who were 
responsible for tho policy of exacting exorbitant contributions by tho 
Goman authorities from tho French authorities, or knowingly usod the money 
thus extorted for the purchases in connection with tho black markot opera¬ 
tions outlined in tho French charge, are guilty of having committed a war 
crime and can be listed for tins war crimo where a • rlna facie cose of their 
ixqplication i3 established. 

IX. In addition to tho criminal liability of thoso persons who were 
responsible for the ULogal oxtortijn of the money with which the operations 
wore financed, it goos without saying that to tho extent to which purchases 
on the black market woro prohibited and criminal under French municipal law, 
the activities described in tho charge cjnstituto a violation of these 
French provisions. To that extont tho activities chargod wore offences 
under French municipal law and are punishable as 3uch. 










X* Committee III recommends that the National Office should be asked 

to submit additional InformiticR with u. view Lu oslabxisning the fact 
that the activities known as tho ’blaok market" were at the material time 
prohibited and punishable under French law. 

XI* On the question whether they simultaneously constitute a violation 

of a rule of international law, the following may be said: Article 43 of 
the Hague Regulations provides that the occupant has a duty to restore 
and ensure public order and safety and to respect , unless absolutely 
prevented, the lavra in force in tho country. This provision is addressed 
to the occupying Pawnr nr such, T n o rule that the occupying Power shall 
rospect tho laws in force in the country primarily means that it shall 
not, unless absolutely prevented, make alterations in the lav/s in force 
in the occupied country., T^o respoct to the laws in force is, therefore, 
in the first instance, illustrated by tho duty of abstention from changing 
them. 


In tho opinion of Committee III, the prohibition covers not only tho 
formal changing of tho laws in force, but also the organising of a 
systematic violation of those laws. If the Hague Convention prohibits, 
apart from tho case of absolute necessity, the changing of the lav/, the 
prohibition comprises also what is in fact tho same and actually more 
objectionable, namely the claiming and or;-\nir Lng of violations of this 
lav/, T^o persons responsible for the organising -and planning of systematic 
violations of the laws in force in Franco are thorefore guilty of a violation 
of Article 43 of tho Hague Regulations# 

XII. Having tliU3 established that the activities of tho organisers at tho 
top and the main instruments of the policy of violating the municipal 
French provisions prohibiting theblack market, is a violation of a rule of 
international lav/, namely of Article 43 of the Hague Regulations, Committee 
III had to deal with a further question which goes to tho root not only of 
tho jurisdiction of the United Nations il&r Crimes Commission but of the 
fundamental problem, of delinquency in international law in general. The 
notion of an international crime or of a crime in international lav/ has 
boon controversial for a very long time. It is particularly the German 
literature on the subject v/hich holds that every contravention of interna** 
tional law amounts to an international crime; not only acts v/hich are 
shocking from the moral point of view are under this doctrine international 
crimes, but also every breach of contract or agreement. This doctrine is 
particularly upheld by Strupp in his book "Das volkerrochtlicho Delikt", 

^ 1920. His opinion has not been accepted by other writers. 

Fauchillo distinguishes between "ddlits intornationaux" and the breach 
of contractual obligations. Rivier, Principes du droit dos gons, soya: 

"Tout acto qui viole un droit essentiol e3t uno infraction au droit des 
gens, un crime au ddlit international". Rivier speaks of tho violation of 
an 033ential right as constituting an international crime. 

That acts constituting what corresponds to civil wrongs (torts) and 
broach of contract worn ey writers of international lav/ put on the same footing 
as acts corresponding l crimea in municipal law,was, in the opinion of 
Committee III, mainly dun t.. the fact that, until very recent times, only 
States were considered t.> be subjects f international lav/. According to 
this thoory tho law of nations excluded tho possibility of "punishing" a 
State for an internatlea J delinquency -nd of considering tho latter in the 
light of a crimo and led to the conclusion that the only legal consoquences 
of international delinquency wore such as c;.-oate reparation of the moral 
and material wrung cLne. The equation of acts roorally shocking with acts 
constituting merely contraventions of contractual obligations, had it3 origin 
in tho theory of thin school of tin ught wnich was by no moans unchallenged, 
namely that even atrocious crime;’ wore supposed to lead not to tho punish¬ 
ment of tho guilty individual, bu , only to a claim against tho State for 
reparation and damages. , 

At tho present stage in tho development of international law, a 
djdrlno /hich door- not distinguish between crimes entailing criminal 
responsibility and mcro civil or administrative wrongs must bo considered 











obsolete in international lav/. Such a doctrine i 3 to-day obsolete in 
international law as it has been obsolete in the municipal lav/ of civilised 
States for hundreds of years. Under the principles laid down in the 
Pour-Pov/or Agreement of 8th August 1945, international lav/ assumes 
responsibility for punishing international crimes. These principles have 
been endorsed by the 19 States v/ho have adhered to the Agreement, they 
have been applied in the Nuremberg Judgment, affinnod by a Resolution 
passod by the 54 States forming the General assembly of the United Nations 
on 11th December 3946, and also accepted by the five Axis Countries with 
whom Treaties were signed on th« 10th February 1947. it is therefore 
necessary to establish a delimitation between acts entailing criminal 
responsibility and other illegal acts which, without constituting an 
international crime, are more contraventions of customary or conventional 
rules. 

The demarkation line between acts vhich are meroly illegal because 
they violate conventional or customary provisions of international law, 
and such acts which also constitute international crimes and entail 
personal criminal liability, can only bo drawn by reference to the 
goneral principles of criminal lav/ as recognised by civilised nations, 
and as, inter alia, applied in the Nuremberg proceedings. If the 
violation of a rule of the Hague Regulations simultaneously constitutes 
an offence against the go rural principles of criminal law, then it also 
constitutes a war crime. 

In the present case, the accused persons are charged with acts 
which, even though not toohnioally constituting pillage, amount to a 
conspiracy to violate municipal law v/hioh tho porpetratora were bound to 
respect, and thereby to exploit tho econony of tho oooupied aountry. 

The activities resulted, according to the charge, in the emptying of 
France of all substances, in tho causing of a rise in prices, in 
inflation and in a certain moral decline. All these results are 

contrary to the duties vhich aro enjoined upon an occupant by international 
law and we find therefore combined both the illegal means and the effect 
deprecated by international law. On the facts submitted by tho French 
National Office, tho accusod persons have violated not only a technioal 
provision of international lav/, but an essential right of the occupied 
country, (soe Rivior's statement, XII, para. 2 above;. 

XIV. Provided that the facts alleged are taken to be established. 

Committee III is of the opinion that those persons who are responsible 
for the preparation or planning of this policy or for carrying it into 
offoct, v/hother at the centre or locally, are criminally responsible for 
these violations of international lav/. 

This does not implicate persons who, v/ithout operating this scheme 
or forming part of the machinery of carrying it out, havo availed 
themselves of tho possibility to make 3alos or purchases x>rohibited under 
French lav/. 

Tho latter, though probably criminally liable under municipal law, 
are, in the Conmitteo's opinion, not guilty of a war crime. 


obsolete in international lav/. Such a doctrine i 3 to-day obsolete in 
international law as it has been obsoloto in the municipal lav/ of civilised 
States for hundreds of years. Under the principles laid down in the 
Pour-Pov/or Agreement of 8th August 1945, international lav/ assumes 
responsibility for punishing international crimes. These principles have 
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necessary to establish a delimitation ‘botv/eon acts entailing criminal 
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and as, inter alia, applied in the Nuremberg proceedings. If the 
violation of a rule of the Hague Regulations simultaneously constitutes 
an offence against the general principles of criminal law, then it also 
constitutes a war crime. 
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contrary to the duties which aro enjoined upon an occupant by international 
lav/ and we find therefore oombined both the illegal means and the effect 
deprecated by international law. On the facts submitted by tho French 
National Office, tho accusod porsons have violated not only a technical 
provision of international lav/, but an essential right of the occupied 
country, (soe Rivior's statement, XII, para.2 above). 

XIV. Provided that the facts alleged are taken to be established, 

Conmittoo III is of the opinion that those persons who are responsible 
for the preparation or planning of this policy or for carrying it into 
offoct, whether at the centre or locally, are criminally responsible for 
these violations of international law. 

This does not implicate persons who, without operating this scheme 
or forming part of tho machinery of carrying it out, havo availed 
themselves of tho possibility to make 3 ale 3 or purchase3 prohibited under 
French lav/. 

Tho latter, though probably criminally liable under municipal law, 
are, in the Committee's opinion, not guilty of a war crime. 
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Shortly after the United Nations War Crimes Commission was created, it 
recommended to the Governments that National War Crimes Offices be established 
to investigate in the first instance reports concerning war crimes and to submit 
to the Commission in the form requested, charges concerning the offences in¬ 
vestigated by then. 

In response to the Commission's recommendation, Agencies of this kind 
hatoe been set up by all Governments, members of the Commission. 

In the investigation of war crimes and examination; of charges submitted 
by the National Offices, the Commission, as an international organisation,decides 
whether there is a case justifying the arrest and handing over for trial of the 
accused by the apprehending authorities who are thus not called upon to act upon 
ex parte statements by a single Government. 

The preparation, form of submission and presentation by the National Of¬ 
fices of cases and charges of war crimes have been set forth in Document C.07 (1 ) 
(consolidated) of 19th April 1945* 

Cases filed with the Commission are, according to the Commission's rules 
of procedure, examined by Committee I (Committee on Facts and Evidenoe), in the 
presence of representatives of the Governments (National Offices), submitting 
the charges. The Commission then reports to the member Governments cases of war 
crimes in which there appears to be either prina facie evidence sufficient to 
justify the apprehension and trial of individuals accused of war crimes, or else 
sufficient grounds to consider the wanted persons as suspects or material witnes¬ 
ses. This is the second stage of Committee I's work and in this respect the Com¬ 
mission functions in a manner resembling that of a committing magistrate repor¬ 
ting to the Governments names of the individuals accused. This ip being done in 
the form of the Commission's Lists of War Criminals with which also all appre¬ 
hending authorities concerned are being supplied and thus called upon to take 
the necessary action. 

As to procedure and processing of charge files by Committee I and its 
Secretariat and preparation of the Commission's Lists of War Criminals,re¬ 
ference is being made to Document 3/47, (consolidated) of January 1st, 1946. 

The present document covers the statistical aspect only of the very 
strenuous three and a half year'3 work of Committee I composed of the following 
Members and their Deputies! 

Chairman: Monsieur de Baer (Belgium) 

Deputy Chairman: Sir Robert Craigie (United Kingdom) 

Members: (Lord Wright, Chairman of the Comission, (Australia). 

( Colonel R.M.Springer.(Lt.Kintner), (U.S.A.). 

( Dr.L.Neunann (Czechoslovakia). 

Secretary: Dr.J. Litawski, Legal Officer. (Poland), 

and, at the earlier 3tage of its activities, also of: 

Sir Cecil Hurst (U.K,) 

Lord Finlay (U.K.) 

Colonel J.V.Hodgson.(Captain Wolff), (U.S.A.) 

Mr. J, Oldham (deputy) (Australia), 

Dr. B. E<5er,(Dr.Mayr-Harting) (Czechoslovakia), 

Dr, de Moor (Netherlands) 

The rules of procedure and legal rulings adopted and established by this 
Committee, while considering charges and deciding upon the responsibility for war 
crimes, as well as a survey of war crimes committed during the last war with a 
commentary on the most important cases submitted by the Governments, will be 
dealt with in the History of the Commission, now in the course of preparation. 
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TABLE X. 

TOTAL NUMBER OF CASES (DOSSIERS) RECEIVED BY THE COMMISSION. 


The following figures 3how the total number of cases 
(dossiers) deoided upon by the Commission, irrespective of the 
nationality of war criminals charged therein and the Governments 
(members of the Commission) by which they have been submitted. 


f 


* « 



Year 

Cases 

1944 

464 

1945 

1,726 

1946 

2,512 

1947 (to 31st June) 

1,301 


6,003 


Note 

1. Fist cases registered by the Cornnission were reoeived on 
1st February, 1944. 

2. All cases fall under two categories; (a) individual cases 
and (b) collective oases, according to whether they include 
charges against one or more persons or units, and no 
distinction between these two categories has been made 
while arriving at the above figures. 

3. The total nuiriber of persons and units actually charged and 
listed by the Commission (Tables II, III and the following) 

is considerably higher than that of oases (dossiers) submitted. 
The following figures show the total number of persons and 
units listed, irrespective of their nationality. 


Year 

1944 

1945 

194 6 

1947 (to 31st June) 


Persons and Units 
762 
8,442 
12,236 
7,281 


28,721 











EXPLANATORY NOTE ON TABLES II - VIII . 

The following Tables II and III, and consequently also 
Tables IV-VIII, have been set up on the basis of periodical Lists 
of Vfar Criminals loaned by tlie Caurdasion and not upon the General 
Alphabetical Index of names. As all cases received by the Commission 
are being registered and examined by Committee I according to 
countries submitting them, the periodical Lists of War Criminals 
are being prepared accordingly, each of them including all persons 
or units charged by one country, irrespective of whether any of 
them might have been also charged by any other country* Seme of 
them, in fact, have been charged several times. Therefore, the 
figures shown in Tables II and III do not represent the total 
number of persons and units actually listed in the General 
Alphabetical Index of War Criminals kept by the Commission. Ae 
the publication of such alphabetical and consolidated list (index) 
must necessarily be deferred until the later stage of the 
Commission's work, the total number of persons and unite actually 
listed by the Commission to date is not available. Nevertheless, 
it may be safely assumed that the number of persons and units 
listed several times in the periodical Lists does not exceed 595 
of the total figures in Tables II and III, 

While arriving at the figures shown in Tables II-VIII, 
account has been taken of all changes and alterations in each 
List as indicated in subsequent Lists. 

Repartition of Tables 11 and III according to individual 
countries submitting charges and nationality of persona o» units 
charged and listed, is shown in Tables IV-VIII. 

Cases which have not been accepted by Oamnittee I, and 
adjourned cases, are shown in Table -X. 
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TABLE II . 

l'u iAL MM IKK OF PERSONS CHARGED BY THE GOVERNMENTS 
AND TJESTED PY THF COMMISSION. 



War Criminals 

Suspects 

Material 

Witnesses 

: TOTAL 

Germans 

10,733 

6,137 

1,624 

J 26,494 

Japanese + 

363 

60 

17 

: 440 

Italians 

1,076 

50 

13 

: 1,139 

Albanians 

2 

- 

- 

: 2 

Bulgarians 

296 

0 

m 

: 304 

Hungarians 

50 

3 

4 

r 57 

Rumanians 

4 

- 

- 

: 4 


20,524 

6,250 

5^650 

20,2*40 


lhese figures do not include Japanese listed by the Sub -Comission. 
(TABLE XIII). 


Note i 

1. Additional charges brought against persons once charged by the sane 

Government and listed, are not included. These are shown in TABLE IX. 


2, Persons listed as unknown by name are included in the above figures# 

3# In cases where the description of a person charged reads: 

M X.Y. head of ... or his successor or successors at the material 
tine", each case has been counted as involving one person. 


In cases where the description of a group of persons chained 
involves an unspecified nunibor of persons unknown by name and holding 
similar official positions in a number of unspecified but different places 
of the same administrative district or region - each group has been 
counted as a unit (See TABLE III). 
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TABLE III . 

TOTAL NUMBER OP UNITS CHARGED BY THE G 




£ 


Am UflB3BD m THE OOflHBaTOII . 


MW 



WAR CRIMINALS 

SUSPECTS 

WITNESSES 

t 

• 

« 

TOTAL 

Go jpians 

70 

184 

2 

: 

256 

Japanese 

13 

12 

- 

t 

25 


83 

196 

2 

> 

28X 


» 


Note. 


1* In oases where the description of a group of 
persons charged involves an unspecified number 
of persons unknown by name and holding similar 
official positions in a number of unspecified but 
different places of the same actainistrative distriot 
or region - each group has been oounted as a unit* 


2. Additional charges brought against units onoe 
charged by the sane Government and listed, are 
not inoluded. Those are shown in TABLE IX. 


3» The description "Unit” means not only military 

or para-military units, but also members of civil 
enemy bodies charged collectively in view of 
their official position. 










NUMBER OF PERSONS CHARGED DY THE GOVERNMENTS 
AND LISTED DY THE COMMISSION. 


GERMANS 


Total : War Criminals 


Suspects : 


Material 

Witnesses 


AUSTRALIA 


s (See United Kingdom) 


BELGIUM 

3,042: 

2,340 

1,177 

317 

CANADA * 

30: 

22 

1 

7 

CHINA 

1: 

1 

- 

- 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

1,3 40: 

923 

405 

12 

DENMARK 

123 s 

ion 

15 

- 

PRANCE 

10,302: 

6,991 

2,641 

670 

| GREECE 

100: 

170 

3 

7 

INDIA * 

LUXEMEUBG 

• 

• 

34: 

(See United Kingdon) 

33 

1 

m 

NETHERLANDS 

1,557: 

914 

194 

449 

NEW ZEALAND ♦ 

NORWAY♦♦+++ 

• 

• 

459* 

(See United Kingdom) 

231 

223 

5 

POLAND 

4,010: 

3,550 

1,224 

20 

UNITED KINGDOM 

1,550: 

1,430 ++ 

61 * ++ 

51 

UNITED STATES 

705: 

654 

12 

29 

YUGOSLAVIA 

1,491: 

1,260 

176 

47 

CQMMISSIQN ++++ 

70* 

64 

4 

2 


26,494- 

10,733 

6,137 

1,624 


+ 

Australian, Indian and New Zealand cases against German war criminals are 
being submitted through the United Kingdom National Offioe and have been included 
in the latter’s figures, A number of Canadian cases other than those indicated 
above ^nve also been submitted through the United Kingdom National Office, and 
are included in the latter's figures. 


160 of these, charged for having committed orimes against non-British nationals 
in Concentration Camp3 and the like, have been listed upon United Kingdom 
oases as they were or are to be tried by British Military Courts in Germany, 

7 of these. have been charged for having committed crimes against non- 
British nationals. 



These persons have been listed by the Coanission on its own initiative. 


These figures are lower than those shown in the previous Report in view of 
the fact that a number of persons previously listed have boon removed from 
tho Commission's Lists on the request of the Norwegian Govermont. 













JAPANESE 


Material 



Total : 

’Jar Criminals 

Suspects 

Witnesses 

AUSTRALIA 

94 : 

82 

3 

9 

BELGIUM 

m • 

- 

- 

m 

CANADA 

- : 

- 

- 

- 

CHINA + 

See Nanking (Chungking) Lists: TABLE XIII 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

- : 

- 

- 

mm 

DENMARK 

- : 

- 

m 

- 

FRANCE 

3 : 

3 

- 

- 

GREECE 

: 

- 

- 

- 

INDIA 

(included in United Kingdom figures) 

• 

LUXEMBURG 

m • 

• 

- 

- 

- 

NETHERLANDS 

urn • 

a 

- 

- 

- 

NEW ZEALAND 

(Included in United Kingdom figures) 


NORWAY 

• V 

• 

- 

- 

- 

POLAND 

- : 

- 

- 

m 

UNITED KINGDOM ++ 

120 : 

84 

28 

8 

UNITED STATES +++ 

223 : 

194 

29 

m 

YUGOSLAVIA 

: 

- 

- 

- 

COMMISSION 

- : 

- 

- 

- 


440 

363 

60 

17 


+ Chinese oases are being listed by the Sub-Commission in .Nanking (Chungking) 

++ A number of these oases have been submitted by the United Kingdom on behalf 
of the Indian and New Zealand National Offioes, 


+++ 


In addition to these a number of Japanese war criminals oharged by the 
United States have been listed by the Sub-Commission in Nanking (Chungking)* 













T A B L E VI. . 


*jmr" >,r ' n "> np —r 


I T ALIA N S 


Total 


AUSTRALIA 


BELGIUM 

CANADA 

CHINA 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

DENMARK 


FRANCE 


GREECE 


INDIA 


LUXEMBURG 
NETHERLANDS 
NEV/ ZEALAND 
NORWAY 
POLAND 

ITNITED KINGDOM + 


UNITED STATES 


YUGOSLAVIA 


COMMISSION 


'■7ar Criminals Suspects 


terl&L 
knesses 


(included in the United Kingdom figures) 


(included in the United Kingdom figures) 


(included in the United Kingdom figures) 


(included in the United Kingdom figures) 


1,139 


1,076 


+ A number of these oases have ^een submitted by the United Kingdom on 
behalf of the Australian, Cana dian, Indian and New ZeaJLnid NMtiOlpSl 
Offices, 


»i « 













Material Witnesses 































ER OP UNITS CHARGED 3Y THE GOVERNMENTS 


AND LISTED DY THE COMISSION 


.' CZECHOSLOVAKIA 22if 
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r* 
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TABLE II 

ADDITIONAL CHARGES 
SUBMITTED BY THE GOVERNMENTS 
.iND LISTED BY TK5 UUMMISSION 


AUSTRALIA . 

BELGIUM 149 

CANADA ...... 

CHINA ...... 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA . 101 

DENMARK 1 

PRANCE . 743 

GREECE 12 


INDIA 

LUXEMBURG 


NETHERLANDS . 194 

NEW ZEALAND . 

N0R7AY 5 

Poland 133 

UNITED KINGDOM . 63 

UNITED STATES . 46 

YUGOSLAVIA 114 

COMMISSION . 


1,5a 


Note . This TABLE shows the total manbere of 
additional charges brought against 
persons and units previously charged by 
the same Government. 
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TABLE X. 

CASES MCT AOCEPTED. -OR ADJOURNED. 


NOT ACCEPTED 



AUSTRALIA 

8 


BELGIUM 

7 


CANADA 

m 


CHINA 

- 


CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

2 


DENMARK 

mm 


PRANCE 

35 


GREECE 

1 

» t 

INDIA 

m 

rP 

LUXEMBURG 

1 


NETHERLANDS 

8 


NEW ZEALAND 

- 


NORWAY 

m 


POLAND 

- 


UNITED KINGDOM 

75 


UNITED STATES 

5 


YUGOSLAVIA 

6 


COMMISSION. 

m 



14$ + 


+ 29 *B' oases inoluded. 


ADJOURNED 

10 


S 

16 

69 

11 

5 

17 


7 

14 

V9 

m 

206 


Note. 

1* The above figures do not include cases which have been rejected or 

adjourned only in part, i.e, cases where only oharges against sons 
persons or units oharged oolleotively in a case have been few soot 
reason considered as not sufficiently substantiated. 


2. Cases indloated as "Not accepted" hove . been rejected because. GOsnlttee I 
was not satisfied that there is or.will.be sufficient evidence to justify 
a prosecution of persons or units charged therein. .• . To this category 
belong also oases whioh, in the opinion of Conmittee I, do not eonstituts 
a T^rima facie case of a war crime, or even a war crime at all. 

Consideration of such cases may be re-opened at any time provided the 
National Offioe concerned submits information and evidenoe sufficient 
to justify listing of persons charged therein as war criminals. 
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TABLE XI . 

LISTS OF JAR CRIMINALS ISSUED BY THE COMMISSION . 



Lerial 


Categories of 



No. 

Date of Issue 

Criminals 

TYPE OP LIST 


1 


19 4 4 



1 

Deoember 

A 

Germans 


2 

December 

A 

Italians 




UJlI 



3 

March 

A 

Germans 

rf 

4 

March 

A - S - 17 

Japanese 

5 

March 

A - S - 17 

Germans, Italians, Albanians 
Bulgarians, Hungarians, 





Rumanians 


6 

April 

A 

Germans 


7 

April 

K 

Germans Holding Key 

Positions (See TABLE XII) 


8 

May 

A - S - w 

Germans 


9 

May 

K 

Germans Holding Key 

Positions (See TABLE XII) 


10 

June 

A - S - W 

Germans 


11 

July 

A - S - 17 

Germans 

( 1 

12 

July 

A - S - 17 

Italians, Hungarians 

Jj 

13 

August 

A - S - W 

Germans 

14 

Ootober 

A - 8 - 77 

Germans 


15 

October 

A - S - 17 

Italians, Bulgarians 


16 

December 

A - S - 17 

Germans 


Note. 





"A" 

stands for JAR CRIMINALS 




"K" 

" " WAR CRBlINiLS HOLDING KEY POSITIONS 


iign 

" " SUSPECTS 




'V" 

" " MATERL'Jj ’WITNESSES (ENEMY) . 



/oontinued 









***** »>*- 


Date 


Oategqfjriea o' 

Is 


Y P JE OF.IIjl^ 


me. 


17-23 

(one volume) 

January 

A - K - V 

Japanoae listed by the Sub- 
Commission (See TABLE XIII} 

24 

January 

*> 

i 

09 

1 

*3 

Japanese 

25 

February 

A - S - W 

Germans 

26 

February 

A - S - W 

Italians, Bulgarians, 
Hungarians, Rumanians. 

27 

March 

A - S - W 

Germans 

28 

March 

A - S - W 

Germane 

29 

April 

a - a 

Japanese 

' (Supplement - November) 

30 

April 

A - S - W 

Germans 

31 

May 

A - S - W 

Germans 

32 

May 

A - 3 - W 

Germans 

33-37 (one volune) 

June 

A - W 

Japanese listed by the Sub- 
Commission (See TABUS XIII) 

38 

June 

A - S - W 

Germans 

39 

July 

a - a - w 

Italians 

40 

July 

!s 

1 

CO 

i 

Germans 

a 

August 

A - S - W 

Germans 

42 

September 

> 

i 

09 

1 

33 

Germans, Italians, 
Bulgarians, Hungarians 

43 

Ootober 

A - S - w 

Germans, Italians,Bulgarians 

44 

Ootober 

A - S - W 

Germans, Italians, Bulgarians 

45 

November 

A - S - W 

Germans 

46-49 (one volune) 

Deoember 

A - W 

Japanese listed by the Sub- 
Ccmmisalon (See TABUS XIII) 

50 

December 

A - S - ff 

Germans, Italians. 

51 

December 

A - S - W 

Germans, Italians, 
Bulgarians. 
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52 

February 

A - S 

- W 

Germans, Hungarians 

53 

March 

A - S 

- w 

Germans, Italians 

54 

March 

A - S 

- w 

Germans, Italians 

55 

April 

> 

i 

GO 

• w 

Germans, Italians 

56 

April 

A - S 

- w 

Germans 

57 

May 

i 

CO 

- w 

Germans wanted by P 0 land 

58 

June 

A - S 

- w 

Germans, Bulgarians, Italians 

59 

July 

A - S 

- w 

Germans 

60 

July 

A - S 

. w 

Germans, Italians 


to pegs 17 
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AUgUSt 


UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION. 


Colloction itri Publipation of Information 


conejrmng duraon Rights. 


PROGRESS KEFORT. 


In a letter from the Diroctor of the Division of Human Rights 
dated 15th May 1947, (Doc. A.45), the Chairman of the United Nations 
War Crimes Commission was informed that in the opinion of the 
Secretariat of the United Nations, the United Nations War Crimes 
Commission was in a bettor position than the United Nations Secretariat 
to undertake the work connected with the colloction and publication of 
information concerning human rights arising from trials of war 
criminals, quislings ani traitors. The Secretariat of the United 
Nations would, therefore, be very glad if tho United Nations War Crimes 
Commission oould perform the work for which the Secretary-General of 
tho United Nations had been requested to make arrangements by the 
Resolution of tho Economic and Social Council of the 21st July 1946* 

In their mooting held on tho 21st May 1947, the United Nations 
War Crimes Conmission docidod to accept responsibility for the work 
to the extent outlinod in Doc. 0.259(1) (in particular in section III, 
paragraph 1 of that document) and in the letter of the Secretary 
General of the United Nations War Crimes Commission to the Direotor 
of the Human Rights Division dated 22nd May 1947. The Conmission t 
referred the whole question to its Legal Committee. ' 

In view of the letter of the Director of the Human Rights Division 
dated 29th May 1947 requesting the Unitod Nations War Crimes Conmission 
to Bend to the Unitod Nations Secretariat a PrDgress Report vhich might 
be submitted to tho next meeting of tho Human Rights Conmission, the 
following Progress Report, giving, in ter alia , an outline of the final 
report which is being prepared by the United Nations War Crimes 
Conmission, has been dm,vn up. 


' I._PREPARATORY WORK. 

The collection and publication of information concerning human 
rights arising from trials of war criminals, oto. is intended to assist 
the Conmission on Human Rights in the preparation of thoir proposals, 
rooonmendations and reports, regarding an International Bill of Rights, 
international dedaratio m :mJ aonvuntions on civil liberties, tho 
protection of minorities, tho prevention of discrimination on grounds 
of race, sex, language or religion and similar matters. 

A definition of th6 human righto which aro placed, or ought to be 
placed under tho protection of International Law oan only be the 
outcome of tho work to which the United Nations War Crimes Ccnmission 
has bean asked to contribute. Op tlie other hand, a selection of the 
material to bo found in tho war crimes trials and it3 treatment along 
tho lines indicated in Doc. G.259(l) is hardly possible without 3on» 
preliminary survoy c>n tho human ri:hts which are to be taken into 
acoount in connoctiun with tho work in hand. 


r** * 










Ths following documents subuitbed to tho Drafting Committee of 
tho Commission on Human Rights formed tho basis of an initial 
exploitation and delimitation of tho field of work: The Drafting 
Declaration concerning Funi; ..nontal Human Rights submitted by the 
delegation of Panama to tho San Francisco Conference; the United 
Kingdom Draft of an International Bill of Human Rights ( both docu¬ 
ments were discussed in Doc. III/98), and the Draft Outline of an 
International Dill of ni^hta prupared oy the Secretariat of the 
United Nations (v/hioh has boen com.iantud upon in Doo. IIl/lOO). 

It may bo said in this connection, however, that it is neither 
possible nor necessary for tho Report of tho United Nations War Crimes 
Commission to deal with all tho rights onumerated in those documents, 
rear is it intended to follow strictly the definitions of rights 
contained therein if a different delimitation is more convenient for 
purposes of dealing with the material available# 

During tho preparatory work, it was suggested that the collection 
of material undertaken by the U n ited Nations War Crimes Commission be 
divided into two parts; 

(1) information on human rights arising out of tho relationship 
between the State and parsons under it 3 jurisdiction, 

( 2 ) information on human rights protectod by the laws and customs 
of war, i#o. tho rights arising out of the relationship 
between the subjects of a belligerent (mombors of the armed 

• foroes, prisoners of war and civilians including the inhabitants 
of oocupiel territory) anil tho enemy Power. 

II. OUTLINE OF PART T. 

IhKhdIATION ON HUMAN RIGHTS ARISING- OUT OF 
THE RELATIONSHIP EET uTSEfl THE STATE AND 
PERSONS UNDER ITS JURISDICTION. 

A# SOURCES. 

Information throwing light on tho violation of human rights 
mentioned under I,(section I above), and tho protection of these-rights 
will be found: 

(l) in trials concerning crimes against peace# 

For example, Count Ono of the Nuromborg Indictment, whioh deals 
with the Common Plan or Conspiracy (charter, Article 6, especially 
6(a)) covers tho stops taken by tho Nazis to seize totalitarian control, 
over Germany and their ifmacuros, after they bad .acquired power, whioh 
were intended to zoeuro that no effective resistance against thorn oould 
arise within Germany itself. 

In this connection, it is said that a few weeks after Hitler's 
appointment as Raich Chancellor, thu clauses of tho V/eimar Constitution 
guaranteeing personal liberty, fi-codom of speech, of tho press, of 
association and assembly, wore suspended, that the Nazis shortly after¬ 
wards soaurod the passage Uy the Reichstag of a "Law for the Protection 
of the People and tho Roioh" giving Hitler and tho members of his 
Cabinet plenary powers of legislation, and that again a short time later, 
all politioal parties oxcopt tho Nazi Party wore prohibited. 

The Indictment goes on to doscribo how tho Nazis set about "the 
consolidation of tlvair position of power within Germany, the exterml&fr- 
tion of potential internal resistance „ji1 tho placing of* the German 
nation on a military footing". To that bolongs, inter alia, the 
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Jwduotion of the Reichstag to a body of Nazi nominees, the curtailment 
of the freedom of popular elections, the purge of oivil servants, the 
restriction of the independence of the judiciary, the system of terror 
against opponents and supposed or ouspootad opponents of the rdgima and 
the relentless persecution of the Jews* It was, in the opinion of the 
Indictment, "in order to oako the Gorman people amenable to their will, 
and to prepare them psychologically for war" that the Nazis reshaped the 
educational system and particularly the education and training of the 
Ccrman youth, that they imposed a siqjerviaiun of ull cultural activities 
and controlled the dissemination of information and the expression of 
opinion within Germary as well as the movement of intelligence of all 
kinds from and into Germany, 

The Indictment thon described how the Nazis, after they had gained 
political power, "organised Germany's economy to give effect to their 
politioal aims;" and it proceeds to show how the Nazis used the political 
and ooonomio oontrol of Germany, which they had gained ty innumerable 
violations of individual and civic rights guaranteed by the Weimar 
Constitution, for the realisation of their aggressive plans. 

In other words, the Nuromborg Indictment considers 'the violation of 
human rights and fundamental freedoms through which the Nazi Party 
acquired political anl economic control of Germany as "steps deliberately 
«■>' token to carry out a common plan" (judgment, p,43; and considers therefore 
any significant participation of those violations ("...any significant 
participation in the affairs of the Nazi party or government 
"evidence of a participation in a conspiracy that is in itself criminal" 
(Judgment, p,43}. 

The Tokyo indiotment too, conooms itself with the internal 
measures of the "criminal militaristic clique" which dominated and 
direoted the internal and foreign policies of Japan in the relevant 
years. They fall, towever, it seems, exclusively within the period 
after the outbreak of the v/ar3, dealt with in the indiotment, 

(2) in trials concerning crimes against humanity. 

Information throwing light on the violation of human rights arising 
out of the relationship between the State and persons under its jurisdiction 
and the protection of these human rights will be found mainly in the 
trials of persons accused of crimes against humanity against their 00 - 
nationals. The trials in point are, besides those of quislings and 
9 traitors who \/ero aocused of war crimes or crimes against humanity in 
addition to their treasonable activities, the trials of persons aocused 
of primes against humanity oonxaitted against persons who are not of the 
nationality of the victorious powers. 

Of the greatest importance in this connection are the trials of 
Germans accused of offences against Germans and stateless persona. 

These trials will furnish the bulk of ■fho material for thopart of the 
report outlined in Section II. It may, howovor, prove fruitful to 
oompare this material with that to be found in some trials of quisling# 
and of former eneny nationals (other than Germans) accused of offences 
against their oo-nationals. 

The collection of information concerning human rights arising from 
trials of Germans accused of offences committed against Germans and 
stateless persons will take into account the following trials: 

(i) the above-mentioned parts of the Nuremberg trial based on Count Qfte 

of the Indictment; 

(ii) the parts of the Nuremberg trial based on Count Pour of the Indict¬ 
ment (crimes against humanity); 










(iii) tho parts of tho Nuremberg Sub3oquervt Proceedings trials 
dealing v/ith offences against Germans and stateless persons; 

(iv) trials before Gorman courts in the various zones of occupation, 
tho nature of which must bu defined more closoly at the later 
stage in tho research. 

It is these trials which form, for the time being, tho basis of 
tiw part of the report outlined m tne following sections (B - D). 

B. JURISDICTION OVER VI0LAIIQN3 OF HUMAN RIGHTS OF GERMAN 
CITIZENS AO STATELESS PERSONS COMMITTED ViTTHIN THE 
TERRITORY OF THE GERMAN REICH: 

(i) Jurisdiction before the Occupation of Go many. 

The part of the Report outlined in Seotion II of this paper will 
show, hew even flagrant violations of human rights have gone unpunished 
since no jurisdiction or no effective one covering those violations, 
oxisted at the time. (of. Doc,C.259(l)» Xl(d) and XII, ) 

(l) A survey of tho violation of civio and individual rights of German 
subjects, in particular of those causod by the legislative power will bo 
found in the transcripts of tho Nuremberg trial, as far as they concern 
Ccxints 0 n e and Pour, 

Thus, tho prosecution, presenting tho case as regards Count One, 
deals, to mention a few examples only, v/ith the genesis and the promul¬ 
gation of tho "law fat* tho Protection of tho People and the State" which 
for all practical purposes deprived the parliament of its legislative 
power, transferring it to the Reich Government; with the decree of the 
Reich Cabinet of 14th July 1933 by which the Nazi Party was constituted 
as the sole political party in Gw many, making it illegal to maintain 
or to form any other political party; v/ith the purge of civil servants 
on racial and political grounds ard. their replacement by Party members 
and supporters which was accomplished by a series of Nazi lav/s and 
deorees, the first being the "Law for the Restoration of the Professional 
Civil Service" of 7th April 1933* (Transcript, Part I, p.107 ot seq .) 

A survey of tho legislative measures violating civil and individual 
rights of German subjects, should further take into account the discrim¬ 
inatory legislation aimod against the Jews of v/hioh the so-called Nuremberg 
laws constitute only one aspeot. In this connortion, various enactments 
must be mentioned which violated tho fundamental rights of the defence, 
durirg trial. Some of these were brought to the notice of the Nuremberg 
Court. In a more detailed way, they have probably been treated in the 
trial of Josef Altstottor and others (Subsequent Proceedings, Case N 0 , 3 ) 
and in other trials. 


The investigation of the question how far judicial protection could 
be extended in Nazi Germany to persons whose rights and freedoms were 
violated by legislative measures, will deal with the provisions authorizing 
the Courts to oontrol tho constitutionality of laws. Such an investiga¬ 
tion will probably oonfirm a view expressed during the hearing of the case 
of Tillos3en (Hearing of the Appeal against the judgment of the Tribunal 
at Offenburg given on 29th November 1946, by the Tribunal Gdndral do 
Gouvornement Militaire de la Zonu Franyaise d*Occupation on the 23rd 
December 1946.) According to this opinion (given at the request of the 
Prosecution by two Gorman legal exports) the highest German oourts had, 
at the time of the Woimar Republic, rosorvod for themselves the right of 
control and recognised it generally as the right of German courts. This 
right of control lias boon exorcised not only as regards tho logality of 
the promulgation of lav/s and ordinances (formal control) but also as 
regards the logality aril in particular tho constitutionality of their 
contents (substantial control). 
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(2) The description of the breakdown of the machinery existing in the 
Weimar Republic for the protection of oivio and individual rights 
guaranteed by the constitution, will deal, inter alia, with the oontrol 
to which the judiciary was subjected in Nazi Germany. The removal 
of judges from the bench for political or raoial reasons and the 
subjection of judges to the strongest pre3jure to join the Nazi Party 
are here no less in point then the so-called "judges letters" whioh in 
19 h2 ware sent to all .judges by the Government, instructing them as to^ 
the "general lines" that they must follow (of. Nuremberg Judgment,p.7.) 

Interference with the independence of the judiciary is only one of 
the measures which led to the dissolution of the maciiinery for the pro¬ 
tection of the civic and individual rights of persons under the juris¬ 
diction of the Gentian Roich. Also of importance is the fact that 
during the Nazi Rfigirao the oontrol of the courts over the activities of 
the police ceased gradually and that in particular the activities of the 
Gestapo wore subject neither to the control by administrative nor other 
courts. One has to boar in mind in this connection that, mainly the 
Gestapo, and to a lesser degroo the other branches of Himmler's police, 
"wore guidod in their activities by principles based nut ay much on the 
law, as on the doctrinos of the Nazi Party and the Fuhrer". (of.R*Lemkin, 
Axis Rule in Occupied Europe, p.l7») 

(3) The survey of the measures which deprived the courts virtually of 
their jurisdiction over violations of fundamental rights of Gorman 
citizens must finally-toko into consideration amnesties and abolitions 
which prevented the punishment of even flagrant violations of human 
rights if coioaitted on the order or in the interest of the Nazi Regime, 

The Amnesty Ordinance of 21st March 1933* dealt with in the trial 
of Tillessen, mentioned above, which applied not merely to members of 
the NSDAP but to everybody who "in the struggle for the national 
revival of the German peoplo, for the preparation of such revival or 
in the struggle for the integrity of German territory" committed an 
offence and w,.ich, therefore, benefited the assassin of Erzberger 
Tillessen who at the time of this crime was not a member of the NSDAP, 
is one instance of a series of amnesties which barred the prosecution 
of orimes against German citizens. 

Of hardly loss importance is the fact that in inumerable cases 
criminal proceedings were stopped individually. A typical example was 
mentioned in the trial of Wilhelm Behring and Ernst Behring before the 
Land gerioht Bremen. By a decision of the Supreme Party Tribunal 
(Special Bench), (a oopy of which was submitted during the trial), all 
criminal proceedings were stopped which had been instituted as regards 
offences committed during anti-Jowish riots on the 9th and 10th November 
193^. Only "crimes against public morals and against the German raoe" 
and cases of theft were handod over to the criminal courts. 

(ii) Jurisdiction duri the Occupation of Germany. 

(l) The investigation of the jurisdiction over violations of human 
rights of German citizens and stateloss persons whioh has been 
SBtabl ished by the Allies after the occupation of Germany, v/ill doal with 
the parts of the Nuremberg trial mentioned above. 

(a) It will be shown in detail which violations of human 
rights and fundamental freodoms are covered by Count Ono of the 
Indictment. 

It will then bo necessary to examine to what extent the views of the 
proseoution were accepted by the Tribunal. In the submission of the 
indiotment, the measures of the Nazis intended to promote their aims, 
first to seize totalitarian oontrol over Gomany and later to consolidate 











their possession of power within Germany, are to be considered as steps 
"deliberately taken to carry oat a common plan". Accordingly, all 
violations of civic and individual rights which served the Nazis to 
gain power in Germany and to retain it, are covered by Art. 6(a) of the 
Charter. 

It is safe to say that the Tribunal did not fully share this 
opinion. . In the section of the Judgment which deals with "The Law as 
to the Common Plan or Conspiracy", it is said: "The prosecution says, 
in effect, that any significant participation in tho affairs of the Nazi 
Tarty or Government is evidence of a participation in a conspiracy that 
i3 in itself, oriminal. Conspiracy is not defined in tho Charter. 

But in tho opinion of the Tribunal the conspiracy must be clearly out¬ 
lined in its criminal purpose. It must not be too far removed from 
tho time of decision and of action ... The Tribunal must examine whether 
the concrete plan to vage war existed, and determine tho participation in 
that oonoroto plan." 

The Judgment, however, continues: "It is not necessary to decide 
whether a simple master conspiracy between the defendants has boon 
established by tho evidence. The seizure of power by the Nazi Party 
and the subsequent domination by the Nazi State of all spheres of 
economio and social life must, of courso, bo rememborod when the later 
plans for waging war are examined. " ,* 

An analysis of tho relevant parts of tho Judgment will show 
whether tho accused who appeared responsible for the violations of 
oivio ard individual rights ;warantood by the Y/eimar Constitution were 
found guilty on Count One in view of theso violations* 

(b) A survey of the violations of human rights and fundamental 
freedoms of German citizens and stateless persons Covered by Count Pour 
of the indictment (Crimes against Humanity) will show to what extent 
these violations overlap those covorod by Count One. 

An analysis of tho judgment as far as it deals with Count Pour of 
the indictment vail answer the question to what extent the Tribunal took 
into consideration the violations of civic and individual rights of 
German citizens which in the indictment fall under the heading of crimes 
against humanity. 

Dealing with the law relating to war crimes and crimes against 
humanity, the judgment states: "...The policy of persecution, repression 
and murder of civilians in Germany before tho war of 1939, who were likely 
to bo hostile to tho Government, was most ruthlessly carried out* The 
persecution of Jews during the same period is established beyond all 
doubt. To constitute crimes against humanity, tho acts relied on before 
the outbreak of war must have boon in execution of, or in connection with, 
ar\y crime within tho jurisdiction of tho Tribunal. Tho Tribunal is of 
the opinion that revolting and horrible as many of those crimos were, it 
has not beon satisfactorily proved tlv.it thoy wore done in execution of, 
or in connection with, any such crime. Tho Tribunal, therefore, cannc f 
make a general declaration that tlie acts before 1939 were crimes against 
humanity within tho moaning of tho Charter, but from the beginning of the 
war in 1939 war crimos were committed on a vast scale, which were also 
crimes against humanity, and insofar as the inhuman acts charged in the 
indictment and committed after tho beginning of tho war did not constitute 
war crimes, they woro all committed in execution of or in connection with, 
tho aggressive war and therefore constituted crimos against humanity." 

To gain an impression of tho oxtont to which the Nuremberg Tribunal 
felt itself freo to exorcise jurisdiction over orimes against humanicy 
committed, against Gorman citizens and statoloas persons within the 
territory of the German Reich, it will, therefore, be nocossary to 
examine whether at loast some of the acts prior to tho outbreak of war 
referrod to in tho indictment "hava" (in tho opinion of the Tribunal) 

"beon in execution of or in connection with any crime within" (its) 










"jurisdiction". Haro too, the most important material will be found 
in those parts of the judgnont which doal individually with each 
accused. 

In view of the opinion hold in goner.! by the Nuremberg Tribunal 
on the question of its jurisdiction over the oct3 with which the 
indictment deals under tho heading "Crimes against Humanity", it has 
to bo presumed that .ants committed against German citizens and statoloss 
porsons aftor tho outbreak of war woro, os a rule, considered as crimes 
against humanity. A discussion of the jurisdiction of tho Nuremberg. 
Tribunal as regards crimes against humanity oonmitted against Gormans 
and stateless porsons, will, therefore, mainly take into account those 
of tho acts referred to in the indictment which were committed after the 
outbreak of war. 

(2) Tha investigation into the jurisdiction over violations of 
human rights of German citizens and stateless porsons oxercised after 
the occupation of Germany will deal with trials before various allied 
military courts established in Germany and with trials before German 
Courts. 

An examination of tho substantive law/ applied by those oourts will 
^ show that their jurisdiction as regards crimes against humanity is not 
subject to limitations similar to those imposed by Art.6(c) of the 
Charter as amended by the Berlin Protocol of 6th October 1945 on the 
International Military Tribunal. 

Thus, one of the cost important laws which is to be examined in 
this connection, Control Council Law No.10, describes as crimes against 
humanity, murder, extermination, enslavement, deportation and other 
inhuman acts or persecutions on political, racial or religious grounds, 
even if they were not committed in connection with crimes against peace 
-r viola+-<ons of tho laws and cu'-toms of war. 

In the judgment of the Landgarioht Offenburg given in the case of 
Tillossen, it was hold that acts of political persecution and in 
particular political murder, are to bo considered as crimes against 
humanity as defined by both Art. 6(c) of tho Charter and Control Council 
Law No.10, if they wore connected with crimes against peace or war 
crimes. Tha Tribunal Gdn^ral da Gouvemoment Muitaire de la Zone 
Pranjais d'Occupation which quashed the judgment of tho Landgorioht 
1 } Offenburg and which declared its judgment binding on all German judicial 
and administrative authorities as regards the grounds laid down by it in 
law and in fact, refuted this opinion. The Tribunal Gdndral declared 
that Control Council Law No.10 has a wider object than that interred in 
tho London Agreement and in the Charter of tho International Military 
Tribunal, that Control Council Lav/ No.10 does not contain the provision 
that crimes against humanity, to bo liable to prosecution, have to be 
donneoted with crimes against peace or war crimos and that, therefore, 
persons accused of acts of political persecution may be prosecuted also 
in oases whore there is no such connection. This decision will be 
compared with decisions givor* in similar cases by courts in other zones 
of occupation. 

As at present violations of civic and individual rights of porsons 
under the jurisdiction of the German Reich caused by Nazi legislation 
and administration - apart from exceptions which may be found in trials 
concoming ortaes against peace (cf. section II.A(l) above) - are mainly 
prosecuted under the heading "crimos against humanity", it will bo of 
importance to define tno aots directed against German citizens and 
stateless porsons which tho Nuremberg Tribunal, allied military courts 
and German courts considered as crimes against humanity. 







"jurisdiction"* Hero too, the most important matorial will be found 
in those parts of the judgment which doal individually with oach 
accused. 

In view of the opinion held in general by the Nuremberg Tribunal 
on the question of its jurisdiction over the acts with which the 
indictment deals undor the healing "Crimes against Humanity", it has 
to be presumed that acts committed against Gorman citizens and stateless 
persons after the outbreak of war wore, as a rule, considered as crimes 
against humanity. A diocuasion of the jurisdiction of the Nuremberg. 
Tribunal as regards crimos against humanity committed against Germans 
and stateless persons, will, therefore, mainly take into account thoso 
of the acts referred to in the indictment which were conmitted after the 
outbreak of war. 

(2) The investigation into the jurisdiction over violations of 
human rights of German citizens and stateless persons exercised after 
the occupation of Germany will deal with trials before various allied 
military oourts established in Germany and with trials before German 
courts. 

An examination of tho substantive lav/ applied by these oourts will 
show that their jurisdiction as regards crimos against humanity is not 
Bubjeot to limitations similar to thoso imposed by Art*6(c) of the 
Charter as amendod by the Berlin Protocol of 6th October 19A5 on the 
International Military Tribunal. 

Thus, one of the cost important laws which is to be examined in 
this oonneotion. Control Council Law No.10, describes as crimes against 
humanity, murder, extermination, enslavement, deportation ar»i other 
inhuman act3 or persecutions on political, racial or religious grounds, 
even if they were not committed in connection with orimes against peace 
'•r viola+-»ons of the laws and customs of war. 

In the judgment of the Landgerioht Offenburg given in the caso of 
Tillossen, it was hold that acts of politioal persecution and in 
particular politioal murder, are to bo considered as crimes against 
humanity as defined by both Art. 6(c) of tho Charter and Control Counoil 
Law No.10, if they wore connected with crimos against peace or war 
crimes. The Tribunal Gdn^ral do Gouvemoment MUitaire de la Zone 
Fra^ais d'Occupation which quashed the judgment of tho Landgerioht 
Offenburg and which declared its judgment binding on all German judicial 
and administrative authorities as regards the grounds laid down by it in 
law and in fact, refuted this opinion. The Tribunal Gdniral declared 
that Control Council Lav/ No.10 has a wider object than that intended in 
the London Agreement and in the Charter of the International Military 
Tribunal, that Control Council Law No.10 does not contain the provision 
that crimes against humanity, to be liable to prosecution, have to be 
donneoted with crimes against peace or war orimos and that, therefore, 
persons accused of act3 of political persecution may be prosecuted also 
in cases whore there is no such connection. This decision will bo 
compared with decisions givon in similar oases by courts in other zones 
of occupation. 

As at present violations of civic and individual rights of persons 
under the jurisdiction of the Gorman Reich caused by Nazi legislation 
and administration - apart from exceptions which may be found in trials 
concerning crimes against peaoo (cf. section II.A(l) above) - are mainly 
prosecuted under the heading "orimos against humanity", it will bo of 
importance to define tho acts directed against German citizens and 
stateloss persons which tho Nuremberg Tribunal, allied military courts 
and German courts considered as crimes against humanity. 










0. HUMAN RIGHTS IN THE TRIALS OF PERSONS ACCUSED 

OP OFFENCES COMMITTED AGAINST GERMAN CITIZENS 

AND STATELESS PERSONS? 

To avoid a superfluous ropotition of the investigations being made 
in connection with war crimes trials proror (of. Outline of Part IX, 
especially section 111,0. below), the report will here be limited to the 
points which cannot bo sufficiently illustrated with the help of the 
material found in war crimes trials# 

(1) In tho oootion "Rights of Victims of Grimes against Humanity" 

(cf. Outline of Fart II, Section III, C.(2)(u), it will do nocossary to 
examine to what extent a State appears to bo entitled, in time of war or 
other national emergency, to restrict tho funlamentol rights of its 
citizens# Material valuablo in this connoction may be found in the 
transcripts of tho Nuromborg Trial and in particular in tho judgment 
insofar as it shows which of the moasuros, to which German citizens wore 
subjected during the war, wore considered as crime 3 against humanity. 

Some guidance may also bo found in trials like that against Erhard Milch 
(Subsequent Proceedings Caso No.2) who, inter alia ,was accused of 
participation in plans and enterprises invoj ving slave labour and deporta¬ 
tion to slavo labour of German nationals# 

(2) In the sootion "Spheres in which the rights of the accused and 
tho rights of tho victims mav bo said to have conflicted at tho time of tho 
offonoe" (cf. Outline of Part II, Soction III,C(2) (bj) it will be 
necessary to examine, inter alia, to what extent violations of human 
rights of German eitizona wore legal according to Gorman law in forco at 
tho time# 

» 

In tho trial of Josef Kramer and others held beforo a British Military 
Court at Luneburg, Germany, Colonol Smith, one of the dofendit^ officers 
pointed out that in Nazi Germany .any differentiation between a legal 
Exooutivo Ordor and an illegal ono was not possible# In the first stages 
of Hitler’s rdgimo, the Reichstag had abandoned and handed over to Hitler 
all its powers and ho became tho Executive and Legislator in one# Part 
of those powers wore dolegated by Hitler to members of his cabinet and the 
heads of party organisations, and thus each of them had the foroe of law 
within his limits; thoir orders wore law which every German had to obey 
insofar a.6 they concerned him. 

This opinion, which roughly speaking considors all violations of human 
rights which can be traced ultimately to tho highest oxooutivo organs of 
Nazi Germany as legal acoording to Gorman law, has to bo contrasted with an 
opinion like that expressed in the judgment of tho Tribunal Gdndral in the 
caso of Tillosson* 

Tho latter judgment considuxa the Amnesty Ordinance of 21st March 1933 
which was later supplonontod by an Act lOscribod as "Reich Law" as void# 

The reasons given are, inter alia , that the Roiohstag elections of the 
5th Moroh 1933 had taken place in circumstances of flagrant illegality and 
violations for which the government had to bo told responsible and that the 
so-oallod "Pull Powers Act" of 23rd March 1933 was unconstitutional sinoe 
it was pasood by aFarliaaont, 82 duly eloctod members of which wore barred 
from attendanoo oni moroovor, by concentrating all powers into Hitler’s 
hands, violatod principles of government generally recognised# 

It is furttor pointed out that Ilillur’u government was neither before 
nor after tho 21st March 1933, supported by a vote of oonfidonoo of a 
properly constituted parliament, as required by Art, 54 of the Constitution 
of 11th August 1919, then in force and that for all these reasons the 
Amnesty Ordinance of 21st March 1933 must bo considered as unconstitutional# 









It is obvious that tho same arguments can be invoked, to prove that 
the whole of the legislation of tho Hitler Government (together with 
all ordinances emanating from this government or its members) was void 
according to German law. 

According to Art.6(c) of the Chartor aid. Art, Il(e) of Control 
Council Law No.10, an act jf atrocity or persecution constitutes a 
crime against humanity whether or not Ooiiinittod in violation of domsstio 
law of the country where pcrpotratod. It may, nevertheless, be 
necessary to go into tho question whether a crime against humanity 
violated this domestic law. Only after this question has been answered 
will it be possible to say to what extent retroactive laws had to be 
employed in the prosecution of crimes against humanity# 

(3) In the section "The Rights of the Accused at the time of the Trial" 
it will be necessary to examine in a similar way as in the same seotion 
of tho outline of Part II what rights the accused were granted in the 
various trials concerning Crimea against humanity. 

The rights granted to the accused in war orimos trials and trials 
concerning orimos against humanity roproeont, no d;ub^ more than a bare 
minimum indispensiblo for a fair trial. A comparison with trials like 
that of AltstHtter and others (Suboequont Proceedings Trial N 0# 3 ) 
where the accused were charged with participation in trials which 
violated the fundamental principles of justice and where, in particular 
the rights of the defence were not sufficiently safeguarded, con show 
to what extent a violation of these rights by German courts appeared to 
be of such fundamental importance that oriminal proceedings were 
instituted after the occupation of Germany. 


III. OUTLINE OF PART II. 

INFORMATION ON HUMAN RIGHTS PROTECTED 
BY THE LAWS AND CUSTOMS OF WAR. _ 


It is intended that the material under this heading will be arranged 
under the following headings: 

A# Introduction (unless a general Introduction to the Report as a whole 

is found preferable), 

B# The Rights of tho Victims of War Orimos, 

C. Spheres in which tho Rights of the Aocused and the Rights of the 

Victims may be said to have conflicted at the time 
of the Offence, 

D. The Righto of the Acoused at the Time of Trial. 

If possible, this v/ill be the primary division to be applied, ami 
each of the four sections will contain all of tho rolovant material, 
from whatever source it may came, (it will be noted that a further sub¬ 
division is set out on pj.7 at sag to be applied to tie material relating to 
war orlme trials other than those conducted by the International 
Military Tribunals. This further sub-division v/ill bo used to some 
extent in the other two sections of Part II of tho Report, but it is 
too early to indicate at this atago, to v/hat extent.) 

In the process of compiling tho material, however, it may be found 
that a different grouping is preferable. It may be found advisable to 
group the total bulk of tho information into throe main chapters, tho 
first dealing with the Nuremberg Trial, the second with the Tokyo Trial 
and the last with all other trials. Each of these three chapters could 
then bo sub-divided as suggested in B. , C. and D. above. 
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For the purpose of arranging Section III of the Progress Report 
the second division has boon applied only because it seems the most 
convenient for the purpose at present in view. 


A. HUMAN RIGHTS IN THE NUREMBERG TRIAL, 

(EXCEPT TMft flP jTM KS AGAINST GERMANS). 

The souroes for this part of the studies are as follows: 

(a) The Agreement of 8th August 19AS for thp rrooscution <**1 Puuiah- 
uwiit of the Major War Criminals of the European Axis, together 
with the Charter of the International Military Tribunal; 

(b) The Indiotment presented to tho International Military Tribunal 
on 18th Octobor 1945* 

(o) The transoript of the proceedings, containing about 17*000 pages; 

(d) The Judgment of tho Tribunal delivered on 30th September and 1st 
October, 1946* 

Apart from the necessary introduction, and subject to ary modifica¬ 
tion which a detailed examination of tho above material may require* it 
is proposed to present tho information requested by the United Nations, 
insofar as it relates to tho major war criminals tried at Nuremberg and 
excepting that part of the material dealing with charges of crimes 
against Germans, in the manner outlined in tho following paragraphs. 


(l) Part II of the Charter which sets forth the jurisdiction and general 
principles to be followed in the cqniuct of the trial of tho major war 
criminals of the European Axis countries, and in particular, its 
Article 6, is, technically speaking, tho law which the Charter required 
the Tribunal to administer, and by which tho Tribunal was bound. The 
specific rules of Article 6, on the basis of which the Tribunal had to 
determine the guilt or innocence of tho defendants, have laid down some 
novel principles of law, under which individuals are responsible to the 
community of nations for violations of rules of international criminal 
law, and according to vhich attacks bn the fundamental rights of nations, 
as well as attacks on the fundamental liborties and constitutional rights 
of peoples and of individual persons, constitute, in certain circumstances 
inhuman acts, and consequently, international crimes. It will, there¬ 
fore, be the purpose of the report to give an analysis of the law as it 
is stated in Art. 6 of the Charter, in relation to the involved question • 
of human rights. 


(2) In Doc. C. 259(l) it has been pointed out that " every prime or nearly 
every orlme v iolates a right and therewith a " human right " in a wider, 
non-technical sense". This applies to almost all violations of the 
lav/s and customs of war and to all aots oonlng under tho terra "crime 
against humanity" as defined in the Charter. It may bo added that the 
planning, preparation, initiation and waging of a war of aggression, 
declared by tho Nuremberg Tribunal as a supremo international prime, 
constitutes also, in a general non-toohnical sense, a orime against 
humanity, which involves violations of human rights. 


( 3 ) For a number of reasons, and especially because the-Tribunal in 
luring down which inhuman aots had boon committed after the beginning 
of the war, or in connection with the war, referred in its decision 
directly to the Indictment, it will be necessary to examine this document 
more closely; furthermore it throws considerable light on the way in 
which Article 6 of tho Charter was interpreted by tho Prosecution. 
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(4) In order-to give a comprolie naive picture of what human right* have 
been violated, in connection w*th specific crimes uuianlttod, and how 
they have been violated, it i3 proposal to bring under review and 
examination the following groups of crimes5 

(a) Murder and ill-treatment of civilian populations of, or 
in occupied territories, and on the high seas; 

(b) Deportation fur slave labour and for other purposes of 
civilian populations of, or in, occupied territories; 

(o) Murder and ill-treatment of prisoners of war anl of 

other members of the armed forces of the countries with 
whom Germany was ..t war and of persons on the high seas; 

(d) Killing of hostages; 

(e) Plunder of public and private property; 

(f) The exaotion of collective penalties, pecuniary or 
otherwise; 

(g) Wanton destruction of cities, towns and villages and 
devastation not justified by military necessity; 

(h) Conscription of civilian labour; 

(i) forcing civili:ino of occupied territories to swear 
allegiance to a hostile pov/or: 

(j) Germanisation of nccuplod territories; 

(k) Murder, extermination, enslavement, deportation and 
other inhuman acts 00 emitted against civilian populations 
before and during the war; 

(l) Persecution on political, racial and religious grounds* 

In its Judgment, the Tribunal stated that the evidence relating to 
war crimes and crinos against humanity had been overwhelming in its 
volume and its detail, to such an extent that it was impossible for the 
Judgment adequately to review it or to record the mass of documentary 
and oral evidence that had been presented. The Tribunal decided, 
therefore, to deal in its Judgment only quite generally with these crime** 

For this reason, it would appear of some considerable importance 
for the proper fulfilment of the task undertaken, not to rely only on 
tto facts as they have boon summarised in the Judgment, but to make the 
fullest possible use of tho material produced before the Tribunal 
during its 403 open sessions. 

As it is quite obvious that tho collection of matorial to be 
presented to the United Nations c >uld not indiscriminately deal with 
all oommon crimea and outrages such is murder, ill-treatment and the 
like, committed against iiu^cont people, v/ithout any justification or 
necessity, it is proposed to limit tho investigation mainly to suoh 
crimes or groups of crimes in tho above list as are of primary importance 
to the questi on of insufficiency of, or laoun ao in, the existing laws 
and usages of war and other provisions of international law whioh purport 
to afford protection against violations of human rights* 
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Whila dealing with the different groups of crimes indicated above 
and various categories of persons who so rights will be found to be 
touched upon, it is of course understood that the material will at the 
same tine be arranged and examined in such a way as to bring into the 
foreground the various aspeots of human rights or groups of rights 
such as life, health, personal integrity, freedom of movement, family 
rights, religious righto, proporty, eto., in accordance with the 
working list of the possible human right'- which might in the meantime 
De established for the purpose by the Secretariat. 

(5) In the parts of the report dealing with the Judgment , it will 
furthermore be necessary to examino and analyse the reactions of the 
Tribunal to the various violations of human rights, as well as tho 
attitude of the Tribunal to the many legal problems which had arisen 
during the Trial, and its decisions in regard to them. Here, gone rail 
legal questions will nocossarily come under consideration, suoh as: 

(a) the attitude of tho Tribunal to the lav/ of tho Charter; 

(b) tho crime against peace as the supreme crime against 
humanity; 

(c) tho refusal of the Tribunal to consider conspiracy to 
conmit war orimes and crimes against humanity as a 
separate crime; 

(d) the pre-Charter international law as it has been applied 
by the Tribunal to the various crimes violating human 
rights; 

(o) tho rostriotivo interpretation of tho Charter in regard 
to tho violations of human rights of persons who are 
not of tho nationality of the victorious Fowers; 

(f) tho defence of superior orders and other subjects relative 
to tho various spheres in which the rights of the accused 
and the rights of the victims may be said to have con¬ 
flicted at the time of the offence (seeDoc.IIl/96, p.2., 
seotion C. ) 

(6) One of tho tasks of the report will also bo to show how far the 
human rights of the aocused perpetrators of war orime3 themselves have 

been respected in the oourse of the Nuremberg Trial. 

« 

From this point of view, for instance, it will be necessary to 
examine in the first place the way in which the rulo3 of procedure and 
evidenoo as laid down by the Chartor and which the Tribunal was bound 
to apply followed those recognised in tho courts of all civilised 
Oountrio 3 , and consequently whether the defendants had in faot been given 
the right to have the assistance of counsel, to be furnished v/ith a copy 
of all documents, to present evidenoo in thoir own defence, and to cross- 
examine ary witnesses called by tho Prosecution. 

Further, it will to interesting to sot out tho arguments contained 
in the Julgnent on tho question of tho legality of the Tribunal and of 
tho problems relating to ex post facto legislation and tho principles of 
nullum crimen, nulla poena sine lege. 

In the last instance, it will be the aim of this part of the Report 
to consider the instances in which faimoss to the accusod found its 
expression in tho attitude of tho Tribunal to tho various problems of 
substantive law which arose during the Trial. Hero, as the most 
illustrative example of such an attitude, the restrictive interpretation 
of the sweeping provisions of the Charter concerning tho odrainnlity of 
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'the acoused organisations by whioh the Tribunal excluded from Its 
statement, inter alia, persons who had no knowledge of the criminal 
purposes of the organisations, will have to bo elaborated. The 
analysis of the individual sentences and acquittals in regard to the 
individual defendants will also have some bearing on this particular 
question. 

In conclusion, a word will be said concerning the view that the 
defendants at Nuremberg might well have been proceeded against by 
summary executive action and not by a court of lav/. Stress will be 
laid on the fact that preference had been given to adjudge their guilt 
according to law, rather than on any moral or ethical basis alone. 

(7) Finally, it would also be of some interest, it is thought, if one 
of the sections of the report could bo dovoted to the presentation and 
examination of the Nazi principles which became the source and the 
basis of the policy of criminality which led finally to the unprece¬ 
dented violations of human rights. Some elaboration of the inhuman 
ideas underlying the conception of a total war will be the subject of 
this particular suction. 


B. HUMAN RIGHTS IN THE TOKYO TRIAL. 

The sources relevant to this seotion of the Report are the following: 

The Charter of the International Military Tribunal for the Far East 
as amended by General Orders No.20 of 2bth April, 1946. 

The Indictment submitted to the Tribunal on 29th April 1946. 

The Transcripts of the Proceedings conducted by the Tribunal, made 
available to the United Nations War Crimes Commission by instalments* 

As far as necessary the documentary evidence in support of the 
Indictment and of the Defence, presented to the Tribunal in the 
form of "Exhibits", also made available to the Unitod Nations War 
Crimes Commission from time to time. 

On 20th July 1947, the United Nations War Crimes Conmission was in 
possession of 23,615 pages of the Transoripts, and of about 2,500 
Exhibits submitted oither by tho proseoution or the defence. 

The following paragraphs set out some of the topics and questions 
to be dealt with in this seotion of the Report. 

(l) The Charter oontains three groups of information relevant for the 

Report: 

(a) 0 n e i3 tho information regarding the definition of the orimes 
falling within the jurisdiction of tho Tribunal and having 
a direct boaring upon tho scopo within whioh the oriminal 
naturo of violations uf hunaa riKht-> of U*u victims is to be 
ascertained L,y tho Tribunal for its Judgment, 

This information is contained in Art. 5(b) and (c) of the 
Charter, which give definitions of "conventional war crimes" 
and "crimes against humanity" and cover all criminal 
violations of human rights of tho victims. Those provisions 
will furnish information as regards tho state of tho lav/ 
under which facts concerning violations of thp rights of 
viotims porpotratod by tho Japanoso had boen or are to be 
considered by the Tribunal. 


(*) 

(b) 

(<0 

(a) 














In this respeot one of the points to be considered concerns 
the differences appearing in the definitions of war crimes 
and crimes against humanity as formulated in Art. 5 of the 
Par Eastern Charter and in Art, 6. of the Nuremberg Charter. 
So for instance, in the former the notion of war orimos is 
not developed a3 it is in the latter by an enumeration cf the 
various types of war crimes. On the other hand, in the Far 
Eastern Charter there is no express statement that crimes 
against humanity are orimos committed against "any oivilian 
population". It will have to be shown in the Report whether 
these technical differences had ary bearing upon the sub- 
stanco of the lav/ declared in the Par Eastern Charter as 
compared with the Nuremberg Charter, and upon the Judgnont 
of the Far Eastern Tribunal when it is pronounced. 

However, the above provisions will not give a direct and pre¬ 
cise answer to the quostion what are or wore all the 
speoific hum a n rights oovorod by them. The definitions 
contained in those provisions deal with "war orimes" and 
"orimes against humanity" os general categories including 
a series of violations of human rights, which are not defined 
as such. 


Therefor*, this part of the Report will be restricted to a brief 
analysis showing only the state of law declared in the Charter and its 
bearing upon the violations of human rights as prosocutod before the 
Far Eastern Tribunal and judged by it* As far as specific human rights 
themselves are concerned, and the question of tho extent to which they 
were or were not covered by Article 5 as a result of tho proceedings of 
the Far Eastern Tribunal, this will have to bo reforred partly to the 
analysis of the Judgment vrtien it is pronounced, and partly to the 
analysis of other aspects of tho quostion to be dealt with in connection 
with the Tokyo trial. 


Finally, A r ticle 5 of the Far Eastern Charter contains also a 
definition of "crimes against peace" which is similar to tho one 
appearing in Article 6(a) of the Nuremberg Charter. It is intended to 
analyse the question of the bearing which crimes against peaoo have or 
may have upon the violations of human rights in the light of the Indict- 
mont and of the fact and evidence considered by the Tribunal during its 


proceedings, and time permitting in the light of the Judgment when it is 
pronounoed. It is proposed to consider this quostion both from the 
factual and juridical aspeot, with a view to clarifying the position 


which the three criminal categories comprisod in the definitions of 
Article 5 of F ar Eastern Charter possess in law in regard to tho viola¬ 


tions of human rights* 


(b) Another group of information in tho Charter is supplied by the 
provisions concerning the rights socurod to the aooused porsons 
tried by tho Tribunal. 


This part will provide a diruot and lull anowor oa to the state of 
the law deolared in tho Charter, and as to tho specific human rights 
proteoted within tho category of "fair trial rights". 


The information i3 contained in Art3. 9 and 10 and partly in Art,15 
of the Charter. 


These articles cover tho following rights of the accused: 
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- The right to know the substance of the indiotment (Art. 9, a). 

- The right to have the proceedings made intelligible by 
interpretation and translation, (Art. 9, a. and b,), 

- The right to be present at the trial, and apply for pro¬ 
duction of evidence. (Art. 9.c. and e.) 

- The right to be represented by Counsel and to conduct 
defence either in person or through Counsel. (Art. 9»Q. and d.) 

- The right to make motions, applications and requests prior 
to the commencement of the trial. (Art. 10.) 

Article 15 oovors a number of secondary rights deriving from the 
fundamental rights enumerated in Art. 9, 3uch as the right to make a 
concise opening statement (Art. 15,c), the right to examine the witnesses 
including the accused giving testimony (Art, 15, e.) and the right to 
address the Tribunal (Art. 15, d.) 

Apart from the above Articles, provisions having a bearing upon the 
exercise of the rights of the accused are contained in Articles regulating 
the powers of the Tribunal. particularly these Coaling with the rule of 
expeditious trial (Art. 12;, the admissibility and relevance of the 
ovidence (Art. 13) and the rules regarding appeal and confirmation of the 
Jud^nent. (Art, 17.) 

(c) Finally, the Charter gives information as to the various 
spheres in which it is recognised under the terms of the 
provisions that the rights of the victims and of the 
accused may have conflicted at the time of the criminal 
offence. 

It is rightly proposed to devote a separate chapter or seotion to 
this particular aspect of the information. 

The relevant information as far as the Charter is oonoemed is 
contained in its Art, 6. It deals with the plea of superior orders 
and the official position held by the accused at the time of the orimlnal 
offence, and with their respective effect upon the penal responsibility 
of each cf the individuals accused. 

Hero again, the Charter givea an ansv/er only insofar as the State 
of Law is concerned, under whioh this question is to be decided upon ty 
the Tribunal. The information concerning the actual application of this 
rule of law by the Tribunal to each of the individual defendants is to be 
obtained from the proceedings when thoy are completed and from the judg¬ 
ment vrtion it is pronounced. 

(2) The information provided by the Indic tment shows certain particular 
features and discloses certain shortcomings which deserve special 
attention. 

The most striking feature is that one of the two criminal categories, 
covering the field of violations of human rights, namely, "Crimes against 
humanity", has been confined to a vary narrow margin and practioally set 
aside as unnecessary for the purposes of the prosecution. 

As stressod in the "Summary" which accompanied the Indictment when 
forwarded to the United Nations War Crimes Commission, the prosecutors 
took the view that paragraph (b) of article 5 providing for the 
"conventional war crimes", i.e. war crimes in the narrower sense, was 
"adequate to cover" also charges coning under paragraph ( c ), dealing with 
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"crimes against humanity". Consequently they have laid all their chargos 
coming under this grouping, as representing " broaches of the lav/s and 
customs of war contained in or proved by the practice ot J civilised nations 
and the various Conventions governing the conduct of hostilities, the 
treatment of prisoners of war, and of persons and property in occupied 
torritorios. " 

This oourso has boen followed all through the relevant Counts of the 
Indictment, namely in Counts 53 and 55» Thooo Counts coma under Group 
Three of the charges, which i 3 hoadod; "Conventional War Crimes and 
Crimes against Humanity". Yet in the text itself there is no further 
reference to "crimes against humanity". In Count 53 the accused are 
charged with a plan or conspiracy, the object of which was "to comnit ... 
breaches of the laws and customs of war ... against the armed forces, 

... many thousands of prisoners of war and civilians ..." In Count 55* 
they are charged with having "disregarded their legal duty to take steps 
to secure the observances, and prevent broaches" of the existing 
"Conventions and assurances and the laws and customs of war ", whereby they 
have "violated the lav/s of war, " 

The question which arises in this connection is whether by proceeding 
as described above the proseoutors had in fact negloctod and flisoardod 
the notion of "crimes against humanity" altogether, or whether they had 
absorbed it ono way or another under the notion of war crimes in the 
wider sense. 

On the other hand, in contrast with the Nuremberg Indictment, the 
Far Eastern Indictment does not furnish to any degree particulars concerning 
actual war crimes or crimes against humanity committed by tho Japanese. 

The charges in the Indictment are described in general terms only, so that 
insofar as full particulars are needed for the collection of information 
regarding the actual violations of human rights by tho Japanese and the way 
in which thoy wore considered and disposed of by tho Far Eastern Tribunal, 
full information will be obtainable only when the Trial is ended. However, 
insofar as information is provided by tho proceedings hitherto hold before 
the Tribunal, it will bo included in tho Report if it is sent to the 
u nited Nations before the end of tho Trial. 

This information will be compiled from the Transcripts and Exhibits 
in the archives of the United Nations War Grimes Conmission. 


0. HUMAN RIGHTS IN TRIALS OTHER THAN TH3SE 

CONDUCTED BY THE INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNALS. 

(l) SOURCES. 

The souroos being usod in tho compilation of this section of the 
report are the following! 

(a) The Municipal Legislation of various countries relating to war 
crime trials insofar as notable application has boen made of individual 
provisions thereof in 3 uch trials. An examination of the records of those 
trials shows that numerous discussions in Court of issues rolavant to tho 
present Report have turned on, or huvo included reference to, articles 
appearing among such municipal enactments. The rules of procedure embodied 
therein provide much material relevant to the rights of tho accused to a 
fair trial, but tho usefulness of municipal war crimes legislation is not 
oonfinod to this aspoot, for provisions have froquontly boen made relating 
for instance to tho ploa of superior orders, and to tho responsibility of a 
conmander for offences committed by his troops with and without his having 
ordered the commission thereof. 
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(b) The Ren^rla cf War Crime Trials, The becret&riat of tho 
United Nations Wai Crimes Commission had in its possession on 6th 
August,1947> records of 1,084 such trials, ranging from fall verbatim 
tremsoripts of up to 4,055 pages in one instance (exclusive of 
separately printed exhibits) down to the barest of summaries. 

The countries whoso Courts have held these trials are the following; 
Australia, Canada, China, Czechoslovakia, Franoo, Greece, the Nether¬ 
lands, Norway, Poland, the United Kingdom and the United States* 

Numerous further records which are currently arriving include the 
full transcripts of tho Subsequent Proceedings Trials, which are being 
conducted by United Statos Military Tribunals in Nuremberg. 


( 2) CONTENTS* 

(a) The section dealing with the Rights of Victims of War Crimes , 
and showing the extent to which such rights have 'been vindicated by war 
orima trials, has the following as its primary sub-division: 

1. Inhabitants of occupied territories. 

2. Other civilian populations. 

J. M 0 mbors of araod forcos. 

4» P r isoners of war. 

5. The, sick and wounded. 

6. Medical personnel. 

7. Captured spies. 

These divisions are sub-divided os far as is necessary under various 
of the following headings, each of which represents a human right or 
group of rights: 


Ml 

Life, 

(iij 

Health, 

(ili) 

Personal integrity. 

lv) 

Freedom of movement 

(v 

Fair Trial, 

(vij 

Family rights, 

(vii) 

Religious rights. 

(viii) 

Property, 

(ix) 

Civic rights. 


Under each of the divisions numbered 1-7 the sub-divisions used 
are only those* selected from among ( i) - (ix), which are appropriate in 
view of the state of tho law applied by the courts and the character of 
the material available. For instance, it is proving possible to arrange 
the material 'dealing with tho rights of inhabitants of occupied 
territories under most if not all of these nine sub-headings, because 
of the wide variety of rights for whose violation war criminals have 
been punished. On tho other hand, in dealing with the protection of the 
rights of oaptured spies as such , only the right to fair trial is being 
referred to. 

This section, dealing with the rights of the victims of war orimes, 
includes, in addition to a quantity of material whose classification in 
acoordanoe with the above scheme is proving quite straight forward, an 
examination of the following topics among others: the extension of judicial 
protection to cover persons taken from oocupied territories and deported 
into enemy states; tho extent of tho protection afforded to civilians who 
take up arms against the occupant; tho fact that it is not legally 
necossazy in all circumstances to show that the criminal was actually an 
enemy national ; the lack of protootion of enemy national^ under the lows 
and customs of war, against offences admitted by their 










fallow nationals; the romorkablo scarcity of trials involving combatant 
troops as victims of illegal moons of warfaro, onl .also of trials involving 
allegations of violations cf religious rights despite the oxistonce of 
provisions jf international law protecting the religious freedom of 
prisoners of war and of inhabitants of occupied territories; the interpreta¬ 
tion of the piovisions of the G 0 nova Prisoners of W a r Convention, and of 
tho30 provisions cf the Hague Convention which protect prisoners of war, 
so as to oover offences conmittod on tho lino >f march as well as in camp; 
the withdrawal of curtain rights under tho Conova Convention, connected 
with trial, from prisoners aoiiused of having committed war crimes; and 
the types of punishment meted out to persons found guilty of war crimes. 

(it is worthy of noto, for instance, that tho death sentence, which 
theoretically oan be awarded to any war crimina?, has not only been 
inflicted for offences involving killing, but has, for instance, been raetod 
out also to persons found guilty of torture.) 

(b) The section headed: Svheros in which tho Righto of tho Appused 
and the Rights of the Victims may bo said to h a ve conflicted at the time 
of the offence is divided into a number of -parts. in each of whioh an 
attempt is being made to show how municipal enactments and judicial 
practice have struck the balance botwoon conflicting claims to the 
Court’s consideration. T^ese parts deal with tho following* 

1. The extent of Responsibility of a Commander for crimes 
comiaittod by his troops. 

2. The defences of Superior Orders, Duress .and Coercion. 

3. Tho related dofonce of Legality under Municipal Law. 

4. The defence of Necessity, 

5. Tho defence of Legitimate Reprisals, 

6. The dofence of Reasonable Mistake of Pact. 

7* Tho plea of Self Defence, 

There are many municipal enactments or judicial decisions to show 
that a compandor who ordors tho commission of an offonco is .guilty along 
y/ith the person v/ho oarries it out; tho interesting question, however, is 
the extent to which a commander of troops can bo hold liable for offences 
which he did not order, on the ground that he knew, or ought to have or 
must have known, of their perpetration and/or ought to have used his 
authority to prevont them from being committed. 0 n this problem there 
are a number of triin and a few specific municipal onactnonfcs; it has been 
neoessary, however, to find, inter alia , how far the latter have merely 
shifted a burden of proof rather than created substantive lav/ by making 
the commander vicariously liable for offences committed by his tooops# 

It will freely be admitted that tho extent to which a commander can fairly 
be made liable for offencos which ho did not order is not easy to lay down 
and some criteria which have boon suggested during the vr-rioua trial 
proceedings are set out in tho fcport. 

If time permits, it is proposed to insert also, at an appropriate piano 
in the Report, 3orao pages on tho extent of liability of persons such as 
those w have kept watch or guard while a war crime was committed, those 
who took part in a lynching, yet without striking the final fatal blow, and 
those whose part in a crime consisted in passing on ordors received from 
above for its commission. It may be possible also to investigate tho 
question of liability for the attemp t ad perpetration of war crimes. 

The problon raised by tho question of tho extent to which the defences 
of superior orders, duros3 and coercion can bo admitted aro of a difforont 
nature, but ore no oasier to answer. Dofonce Counsel have often argued 
that on accused w aid have been immediately executed for insubordination 
had he not carried out an ordor to perform a killing vriaioh was contrary to 
international lav/; on t he othor hanl, the rights of the unfortunate victim 
cannot be forgotten. Municipal enactment:-, contain many provisions on this 
problem and an attempt has been male in the Report to show their 1 connon 











features, and interesting passages are quoted from the discussion in 
various trials of the defonoe of superior orders, which has been that 
most frequently pleaded by accused war criminals. Certain criteria 
for judging the admissibility of the defonoe haw been suggested during 
these trials and those are also set out in the Report. 

The sense of duty to obey the law of one's oountry is likely to be 
more abiding than the sonso of duty towards the orders of a superior 
offioer, but is probably in many oirounatanoos loss Intense. Here 
again, however, the path of absolute justice has not always been easy to 
find* The treatment of this aspoot is similar to that of the question 
of superior orders, duress and coercion. 

On oaoh of the remaining topics 7) there exist sufficient 
trials to enable some pages to be devoted to them, but the work in this 
connection has not yet advanced to such an extent as to enable anyting 
very detailed to bo said as to the content of the passages. It may be 
remarked, however, that the attitude taken to the last two defences has 
not unnaturally boon much the same as that taken in the municipal oourts 
of the various countries concerned 

(o) The final section deals with* The Rights of the Aocuaed at 
the Time of Trial . Material relating to the rights of an accused 't'o a 
fair trial has been derived from an analysis of tl«* laws and rules of 
the different countries relating to the trial of war criminals and from 
a study of their application in practice. 

The rules relating toovidenoo and procedure whioh are applied in 
trials by the courts of the various countries, and by the International 
Military Tribunals in Nuremberg and Tokyo, when viewed as a whole, are 
seen to represent on attonpt to secure to the accused hie rights' to a 
fair trial while ensuring that the guilty shall not escape punishment 
because of legal technicalities. Certain typical examples have been 
treated under the following headings, to which others will probably be 
added subsequently) 

1. The Right of Accused to know the substance of the Charge. 

2. The Right of the Acoused to be Present at Trial and to 

give Evidence. 

3. The Right of the Acoused to have the aid of Coungel, 

A. The Right of the Accused to have the Proceedings made 

Intolligable to him by Interpretation. 

5. Rules regarding Appeal and Confirmation. 

6. The Stress placed on Expeditious Procedure. 

7« Rules of Evidence in General. 

8. The Admissibility of Affidavits. 

9. Th© Admissibility of Pre-Trial Statements by one Aocused 

against another. 

10, The Admissibility of Hearsay Evidence. 

11. Accused not Entitled to the Rights of a Prisoner of War 

as regards Trial. 

It will be noted that the stress in the earlier headings is on the 
rights of the accused whil^ that in the latter headings is on provisions 
which ensure that the courts are not to bo so bound by technical rules 
that the guilty shall bonofit from the exceptional oirourastancos under 
which trials are hold, and slip through the net of justice. It is 
clear that these latter provisions indirectly vindicate the rights of 
the viotims of war orimes. 







IV. THE STAGE REACHED IN DRAFTING THE REPORT. 

(1) INFORMATION ON HUMAN RIGHTS ARISING OUT OF 

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN A STATE AND PERSONS 

UNDER ri*S ~JURia)IOTIONr 

An outline of Part T of the Report has been drafted enlarging on 
the points indicated in Soction II of this paper. The outline has beon 

based, for the time be in 5 , on the relevant parts of the Nuremberg 
indictment and judgment and on the transcripts of some of the trials of 
Gormans accused of crimes against humanity against German nationals and 
stateless persons hold before) Gorman oourts. 

A survey of the material neoessary for this part of the Report has 
boon given in Section II.A. of this paper. It is assumed that some 
modifications of the scheme given in Section II of this paper will suggest 
themselves after a oareful study of the transoripts of tho Nuremberg 
trial, whioh has not boon possible so far, and after the whole of the 
material of whioh use will be made, has boon assembled. Attention is 
at present being dovoted particularly to the draft of these parts of the 
final report dealing with t he Nuremberg trial as far as it concerns 
Counts 0 n e and Pour of the indiotmont, (of. S e ction II, sub-section 
B.2 (1). ) 

i 2) INFORMATION ON HUMAN RIGHTS PROTECTED 

BY THE LAWS AND CUSTOMS OF WAR. 

(a) An outline of tho part dealing with tha Nuremberg trial of tho 
major war criminals has beon drafted and circulated in Doc. III/102 of 
which the most relevant points have been included in the present Progress 
Report. 

At the present stage drafts concerning tho historical aspect of the 
problem and the information indicated in Sections I, II and III of Doc. 
IU/102 aro in preparation, 

(b) An outline of tha part of tho Report which deals vdth tho 
Tokyo trial has been prepared containing more elaborate considerations 
on certain points of legal interest. In view of the fact that tha 
Tokyo trial is still in progros 3 , the outline has been prepared with 
particular regard to tho provisions of the Par Eastern Chartor and of tho 
chargoa oontained in the Indictment submitted to the Par Eastern Tribunal. 
Tho relevant 3 ourcos of information as a whole have been enumerated in 
Sootion III, B. above. 

At the present time drafts for the final Report concerning the 
information supplied by the Charter anl the Indictment are in preparation 
whereas tho other two souroos of information, which aro as yet incomplete, 
are being scrutinised and analysed for drafts to be prepared in tha near 
fUturo. 

( 0 ) It remains to describe tho stage reached in the drafting of tho 
part of the Rgport which deals with trials of war criminals other than 
those conducted by tha International Military Tribunal (Soction III.C, 
above.) 


A scheme of working has been drawn up arranging the whole of the 
relovant material undor tho headings and sub-headings sot out abovo^( pp. 17 ML 8 ) 










In execution of this scheme, oertain passages are new in draft fora, 
including an Introduction and the bulk of the sections on the Responsibi¬ 
lity of Commanders for Offences committed by their Troops, on the Defence 
of Superior Orders and on the Rights of the Accused, 

The last three sections follow the lines already described. The 
Introduction sets out certain aspects of the protection of fundamental 
rights in municipal law systems and uses these as an analogy to be 
followed in the study of war crime trials from the sane point of view. 
These introductory pages also point out and illustrate the difficulty of 
defining and drawing up, before studying the material available, any list 
of human rights the extent of whose protection in war crime trials is to 
be demonstrated, and omphasisos that anyone making on investigation of war 
crime trials from the point of view of the protection or vindication of 
human rights must be left to some extent free to segregate and define for 
himself the relevant rights in tho manner which he finds most convenient 
for the purpose of arranging and analysing tho material with whioh he is 
confronted. Finally, the Introduction demonstrates in passing, that, 
while Ihe vast majority of war o rime a with which the courts have been 
called upon to deal have constituted violations of human rights, this has 
not invariably been so. The present intention is to amalgamate the 
Introduction, at a later stage, into a general Introduction to the whole 
Report, 
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In execution of this scheme, oertain passages are now in draft form, 
including an Introduction and the bulk of the sections on the Responsibi¬ 
lity of Commanders for Offences committed by their Troops, on the Defenoe 
of Superior Orders and on the Rights of the Accused, 

The last three sections follow the lines already described. The 
Introduction sets out certain aspects of the protection of fundamental 
rights in ntonicipal law systems and uses those an an analogy to bo 
followed in the study of war crime trials from the same point of View. 
These introductory page3 also point out and illustrate the difficulty of 
defining and drawing up, before studying the material available, any list 
of human rights the extent of whose protection in war crime trials is to 
be demonstrated,and emphasises that anyone making an investigation of war 
crime trials from the point of view of the protection or vindication of 
human rights must bo left to 3orae extent free to segregate and define for 
himself the relevant rights in the manner which he finds most convenient 
for the purpose of arranging and analysing the material with whioh he is 
confronted. Finally, the Introduction demonstrates in passing, that, 
while ihe vast majority of war orimos with whioh the courts have been 
called upon to deal have constituted violations of human rights, this has 
not invariably been so. The present intention is to amalgamate the 
Introduction, at a later stage, into a general Introduction to the whole 
Report. 












C.263 

17 September, 1947 


UNITED NATIONS YEAR CRIMES COMMISSION 


COMMITTEE I 


T)v° ^vt.nrf* of CPOV/CASS 


Under aover of a latter dated June 17th, 1947. a ^morandum 
on the future oi CRCVfGASS has been received from its Director. The 
text of that Memorandum was circulated in Document l/94> dated 
6th August, 1947, and was submitted to Committee I for consideration. 

Y/ith regard to the request from Major Lewis, Director of 
CROWCASS, put forward -’ll his subsequent letter dated 22nd July, 1947> 
for an expression of the Secretary-General '3 views on the natter, 
Committee I, in its meeting of 13th August, 1947, (No. 110), suggested 
that the only question on which it was possible to express an opinion 
at the time was that concerning tlie proposal to transfer all the files 
and records of CROWCASS to the United Nations War Crimes Commission. 

As the Commission quite obviously has no facilities for taking delivery 
of such material, the Committee adviced that CROW CASS should be thus 
informed. The Committee suggested also that CROY/CASS should further 
be informed that the Commission was not prepared at the jjresent time 
to offer any practical proposals in regard to the natter as a.-whole; 
if, however, it was felt at 3ome future date that the Commission's 
advice would bo helpful in regard to a specific question, than the 
Commission Wuuld be willing to consider such a question if submitted 
to it. 

In accordance with the above recommendations a preliminary reply 
was sent to the Director of CROY/CASS in a letter dated 15 th August, 1947* 

Under cover of a letter dated 21st August, 1947» a copy of the 
final Memorandum presented by the Director of CROY/CASS to The Permanent 
Commission on CROY/CASS, has been received. The most important 
amendment contained therein is the suggestion that as from January 1948, 
CR0WCAS3 records should be handed to the French Authorities for a 
period of one year-, and eventually handed to U. N. 0. 

The reason for this suggestion, according to the views expressed 
by the Director of CROY/CASS, is that according to present indications, 
as at 31st December, 1947* approximately 5 O 5 & of tho persons wtill 
listed as wanted for war crimes will be wanted by France. 

The final memorandum has been submitted to Committee I for con¬ 
sideration, which, in its mooting of 4th September, 1947, took note 
of the above and decided to submit the matter to the Camnission for 
fur ther consideration. " 

The following is the text of the final Memorandum on the futuro 
of CR0V7CASS an submitted by that organisation to The Permanent 
Commission in Berlin. 


To p. 2, Annex 
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ANNEX 
to Doc. C. 263 

THE CENTRAL REGISTRY OF WAR CRIMINALS AND SECURITY SUSPECTS 
, Allied Control Authority 

APO 742 U.S. Axny 


CONFIDENTIA L 

RETORT ON CR0WCAS8 16 August 1947 

TO DETERMINE THE FUTURE OF CRQWCASS 

The Permanent Commission on CROWCASS, 

Legal Directorate, 

Allied Control Authority, 

Berlin. 


SUBJECT: 

OBJECT: 

TO: 




(1) BACKGROUND 



CROv/CASS was 3ot up under SHAEF to be a main registry 
and information agency to assist War Crimes Investigations and Security 
Services. It eventually had, in Paris, a staff of 10 Officers: 1 Colonel, 
1 Lt. Col, 1 Major and 1 Capt - American; 1 Lt. Col, 1 Major and 2 
Captains - British; 2 French Police Officers and 350 French employees. 

Shortly after recommencing operations under the Legal Directorate, 
Allied Control Authority, in Berlin, it built up a staff of 6 Officers: 

1 Lt. Ool, 1 Major - American; 1 Lt. Ool, 1 Major and 2 Captains - 
British; 12 other ranks (American and British) and 185 Gorman employees. 
Once the back -log of some 70,000 documents had been cleared the i->olicy 
was to reduce staff by means of streamlining operations, and improved 
methods of processing incoming reports and information. 

Despite an average inflow of sons 12,000 documents a month it has 
been possible to reduce the staff to 2 Officers: 1 Major, 1 Captain - 
British; and 7 other ranks (4 British and 3 American) and 78 German 
employees. There are in ad ition American and French Liaison Officers 
with small staffs attached. These Liaison Officer’s have proved to be 
very valuable and have greatly helped CR0WCASS and tho War Crimes Groups 
they represent. 


(2) WAR CRIMES POLICY 

The target date set by the American and British 
Military Authorities, for the conclusion of War Crimes trials, is 
Dec. 31st 47 with a possible extension of 3 months to Mor 31st 1948. 

The Office Chief of Counsel for War Crimes Miemberg will have 
served all their indictments by Dec 31st and have all tho arsons they 
require for trial or as witnesses by that date. The trials will 
probably proceed until June 1948. 

The French War Crimes programme is not so far advanced and thoir 
investigations and enquiries will probably go on well into 1948. 

The United Nat Lons War Crimes Commission is also contemplating the 
closing down of its major activities in late 47, or early 1946. This 
is at present under discussion by the United Nations War Crimes Commis¬ 
sion and it is hoped to get a definite answer in the near future. 

The United Nations War Crimes 0oiuni33ion are also holding discussions 
with the United Nations Organisation on the eventual use .and disposition 
of the United Nation:) War Crimes Commission and it3 dossiers. 
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As the War Crimea Groups of the American and British Authorities 
and the United Nations War Crimes Commission are the three main using 
agencies of CRGWCA3S (accounting-; for 75$ of the Organisation's work) 
it is thought that the eventual disposition of CROWCASS records should 
be seriously discussed now. Th ±3 should, be done in order that, before 
the withdrawal of British and American Military personnel, who now 
operate CROWCASS, the records may be set up in 3 uch a form that they 
are readily available for easy reference for the Allied Control 
Authorities and the War Crimes Groups of the Allied Nations and that 
copies of its records are placed in the hands of such organisations as 
may be deemed necessary. 


(3) PRESENT STATE Ob' CRCWLAd S RE CORDS 

First let us review the 
records and it3 accomplishment to date. 

(a) RECORDS (b) INDICATIONS 

(a) RECORDS WANTED NA IS 

(which includes names of all 
all nationalities ./anted, or 
wanted., for Vtir Crimes puipjosos os perpet¬ 
rators, suspects, witnesses or for inter¬ 
rogation) 

WANTED RKPOIfl FILIN G 

(the reports on v/hich the name indox is 
based) 

DETAINED NAME IN DEX 

(which includes rumios of all i^ersons 
who are known to have been detained 
for war crimes purposes, or as members 
of criminal organisations, and the 
names of percens who have subsequently 
been tried, sentenced, acquitted, 
released or who nave died. Also infor¬ 
mation Slips re the location of persons 
of War Crimes interest) 

DETENTION REPORT FILING 115,000 reports 

(The reports on which the none index 
is eased) 

SECU RITY SUSPECT NAME INDEX 145,000 names 

(names of all pcrsons wlio at one time 
or another wore considered a security 
threat) 

LIBRA RY 

(Containing; a'.u ; obiushed lists and n 
variety of rofci once books) 


50,000 reporta 


147»500 names 


i4 


present 3 tate of CROWGASS 
Those are made up of!- 

■and (c) CORRESPONDENCE 


73>000 names 


persons of 
who have been 
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(b) PUBLICATIONS 

WANTED LISTS 15 

(Containing approx* 
65,000 names) 

These have now been published in C0JS3CLILAISD form xii a list 
which contains the names of all persons knov/n to bo 3till wanted for 
War Crimes purposes, and consists of:- 

Part I Germans only in two volumes 

A - L and M - Z containing 36,000 names 

Part II uther Nationalities listed 

alphabetically and by Nations 

containing 2,500 names 

Supplementary List No. 1 containing additional names, 
amendments and corrections has been published and a further supplement 
is in preparation. 


DETENTION LISTS 18 

(Containing approx. 
125,000 names) 

These contain the nones of all persons known to have been 
in detention at one time or another as War Criminals, alleged War 
Criminals, Witnesses, or as members of Criminal organisations . 

(Supplementary lists are in course of preparation) 


(c) corizespcndence 

(i) Piles of letters in Chronological/ 

Numerical order 15,000 letters 

(II) Card Index in alphabetical order 
to provide cross-reference to the 
letters 


CROWCASS has informed Wanting Authorities of the location of 
5,000 persons definitely, and 6,500 jjersons possibly identical with the 
subject of their Wanted Reports. 

Since reccmraGnuxng operations in Berlin, CK0WCASS ha3 processed 
220,000 documents. 

CROWCASS records are complete and up-tp-dato and the organisation 
is dealing Y/ith all incoming requests, reports, information letters, 
clearance for extradition etc., which as previously stated average 
12,000 a month, without building up any back-log. 


(4) FUTURE OPERATIONS AND OUTLOOK 

The tempo, at the moment, i3 high and 
will probably increase over the next few months, ns tlie British and 
American Authorities increase the pressure of their- operations to clear 
up War Crimes trials and investigations. The Freixsh Authorities aro 
also now carrying out an extensive programme in connection with War 










Crimes which i t?<j l.vt-i-ia tu/ieoning all their i . O.W. against the CKOWCASS 
Consolidated Wanted List. This will add to the inflow of work, but, 
together with the. efforts of the British and American Authorities, 
should reduce the number of persons wanted for War Crimes very 
considerably. 

The Soviet Union have nev»»r used CR0WCA3G in any way and it appears 
unlikely that they will ever need it or use it in the future. 

The smn: er nations, in particular Poland, Belgium and Holland 
are fetill actively pursuing their War Crimes investigation and rapidly 
reducing the mibor of persons wanted. 

The French are. likely to become the main using agency of CROWCASS 
during the next 6-9 months as they have on file approximately 
12,000 Wanted Reports in respect of persons wanted by Franco for War 
Crimes purposes, (if.000 v/ill bo approx. 50 % of the total number of 
persons a till wanted ). 

CROWCASo will follow ui> its Consolidated Wanted List with 
SUPPLEMENTS at regular .intervals (jiving additional names of persons 
wan- 1 ad and ameudrannta to the Consolidated Wanted List in the form of 
names of, poi-sons since detained, no longer wanted or otherwise disposed 
of. In Cfctub' November it is hoped to publish a further Consolidated 
Wanted Mat which would be the Inst but one. 

The final Consolidated Wanted List should be published not later 
than Jan 

Normal info-matior. will continue to oe provided to all using 
agencies and Y -.r Crimes Group® of all Allied Nations, The United 
Nations War Crimea Commission, Office Chief of Counsel for War Crimes, 
Nuernberg; Intelligence Divisions ^ranches, Public Safety (Special 
Branch), I. A. and C. Divisions, Combined Travel Bo rad, and other 
interested Authorities. 

It is anticipated that by the end of 1947 or early 19AS the major 
work >f CR0WCASS mil have been accomplished and it will bo possible to 
set it up in a smaller form with a very sin ill 3taff to provide such 
information as will bo required in the future. A possible form would 
be two master alphabetical lists containing all the names now contained 
in the CR0WGA3S Wonted and Detained Name Index for use in conjunction 
with the published lists. 

The Security Suspects Name Index cbuld be rexainod in its prosont 

form. 


(5) QUEST IONS FOR XKSIDEl^ATXOH 


The. main questions v/hich arise arc thesei- 

(1) To v/i i'-.i or udeation or authority should the present CR0WCASS 
records bo handed? 

(2) Should idle rooorcb be microfilmed and handed to the four 
occupying authorities and the United Nations War Crimes Oominiosion? 

(3) Should the lecords bo handed to the French occuTVition authori¬ 
ties, in Jan 1543> for their urn until such time or their- War Crimes 
programme in cor. toted, (in. French to moke the final disposition 

in accordance witn ih agreed decision of tie Allied Control Authority). 

(4) Shi/uld the present records be h ailed to the United Nations 
War Crimes Coraui ssion for eventual disposal to U. N. 0. together with 
their files and dossiers? 











FACTORS 


( 6 ) 


Tho following ore the factors that must be taken into 
consideration. 

(a) The United Nations War Crimes Commission hold all the evidence 
in oonnection with War Crimes. CROWCASS holds the names and reports 
containing details of tho persons wanted and detained. 

(b) The documents held by the United Nations Was Crimes Commission 
and CROWCASS together constitute the only copplete record and dossiers 
of persons who are or were wanted for War Crimes. 

(c) It is considered that those War Criminals still at large 

in the world constitute a threat to the peace and safety of the world. 
Therefore it is felt that the eventual hone for CROWCASS records ' should 
be the United Nations Organisation as they must be finally responsible 
for insuring that tho world is rid of persons who because of their 
criminal activities in connection with War Crimes, Crimes against Peace 
and Crimes against Humanity are a menace to U. N. 0 and all its activities 
in pursuit of World Peace. 


(7) CONCLUSION 

In conclusion it is our opinion thats- 

(a) CROWCASS records ir. their present form, possibly together with 
the Uhited Nations War Crimes Commission dossiers, should eventually 

be handed over to U. N. 0. (The records should be handed to pYanoe. for 
a period not exceeding one year from Jan 1948)* 

(b) CROWCASS should set up two master alphabetical lists (to¬ 
gether with the published lists) for use of the Allied Control 
Authorities in Germany. 

(o) Zone Commanders in particular and all Allied National War 
Crimes Authorities should be pressed to inform CROWCASS as quickly as 
possible of the names of all persons wanted and detained by them so 
that CROWCASS may be of the greatest possible service to all in 
expediting the conclusion of War Crimes Investigations and Trials. 


(Signed) C.V.J. LEWIS 
Major 
Director 
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0. 264, 

13th October, IS 


TINTTBO NATIONS WAR CRIMES GOi.LIISSIUN. 

Fifth Supplomont 
to the 
Synopsis 

of Trial Reports 
(Doc. 0.204)7 


Sinoo tho oiroulation of tho Fourth 
supplomont (Doc. C.255), tho reports 
summarisod in this paper have boon received 
by the United Nations War Crimes Commission. 

The following documents contain lists of 
trial reports recoivod: C.204, C.208, C.222, 
C.233* C.255 and tho prosent paper. 


II. British Trials: 


331) Trial of Lt. Yasuo Kishi and 14 others, all of tho Kishi Coy. 
J. Date & Placo of trial: 28th March - 23th April, 1946, at 

Hong Kong. 

Charge: Being concerned in tho boating, torture and mal¬ 

treatment of inhabitants of tho Silver Mine Bay 
distriot of Lantau and in tho killing of nine of 
tho said inhabitants. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 3. 

Guilty, but with exceptions, 12. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 3, 

Imprisonno nt for 10 years, 2, 

" ''8 " 1 , 

" " 5 " 1, 

» " 2 " 5. 

Ono death sontcnce commuted to imprisonment for 
10 years. 

332) Trial of Oapt. Kenzo Nagahara and 3 others of the Kerapoi Tai. 
J. Dato & Placo of Trial: 3rd - 2l3t May 1946 at Rangoon. 


Charge: 


Vordiot • 
Sentences: 


(4- charges against them jointly and separately) 
being concerned in the ill-troatraont of prisoners 
of war at ttiu Hew Law Courts Gaul, Rangoon, causing 
physical suffering and/or doath to British and 
American persons. 

Not guilty, 2. 

Guilty, 2. 

Imprisonment for 4- years, 1, 

" " 2 " 1 . 

Sentences confirmed. 


333) Trial of Capt. Motozo Tazumi and 3 others of tho Japanese Amy. 
J. Date & Place of Trial: 6-19 dime 1946 at Rangoon. 


Charge: 


Verdiot: 
Sentences: 


That a3 members of the staff of Rangoon Central Gaol 
responsible for the woll-being of tho persons in 
custody, they were togothcr concerned as parties to 
ill-troatmont resulting in the doatl.3 of at least 17 
American PoWc and pliysical tnifforing to others. 

All guilty, with exceptions. 

Doath by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 13 yonrs, 1, 

ii ii 4 it 2.* 

Doath sentence latur commuted tu imprisonment for lifo. 
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334) Trial of Oorrodo Sorootti and Giuseppe Cornacchia, Italian Nationals #' 
Date & Placo of Trial: 7th Juno 3946 at Ancona. 

Charge: Being concerned in the killing of an unknown escaped 

British prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Sorootti, Not Guilty, 

Cornacchia, Guilty, 

Sentonoej Death "by shooting. 

Sentence later comnuted to imprisonment for life. 

333) Trial of Sgt. Misao Ogaaahara and f!iv, Int.Nngosuko Toycchina cf tho 


J. 


Japanese Anpy. 

Date & Place of Trial: 27th^28th Juno, 1946 at Kuala Lumpur, 
Charge: 4 charges of ill-troatraont of civilian residents of 

Manila, rosulting in tho death of one person. 

Verdict: Both oocusod found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2. 

Executed. 

336) Trial of 2nd Lt. Shuji Murakami of the Imp.Japanoso Amy. 

J • Date & Place of Trial: 1st and 2nd July 1946 at Kuala Lumpur. 

Charge:(l) Ill-treatment of a civilian prisoner under interroga¬ 
tion by him. 

( 2 ) Causing the death of the said civilian prisoner. 
Verdiot: Not Guilty. 


337) 


Tidal of Emil Hoffmann, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 1-12 July 1946 at Hamburg. 


Charge: 


Verdict: 
Sentence: 


That as a member of the Neuengamme Concentration Camp 
Staff, he was ooncornod in the ill-treatment of Allied 
nationals interned in tho said camp. 

Guilty. 

Death by judicial hanging. 

Confirmed, 


338) 


339) 


Trial of Albert Lets, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 1-12 July 1946 at Hamburg. 

Charge: That as a member of Neuenganme Concentration Camp 

staff, he was concerned in the ill-treatment of .allied 
nationals interned in tho said camp, 

Verdiot: Guilty, 

Sentence! Death by judicial hanging. 

Findings confirmed, but sentence commuted to,ono of 
imprisonment for 12 years, 

T 

rial of Longin Bladowski, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 1-12 July 1946 at Hamburg. 


Charge: 


Verdiot: 
Sentence: 


That as a member of tho Neuengamme Concentration Camp 
staff he was concerned in tho ill-treatment of tho 
Allied nationals internod in the said camp. 

Guilty, 

Death by judicial hanging. 

Findings confirmed, but sentenoo commutod to onu of 
imprisonment for 12 years. 


340) 


Trial of Friedrich Jacobsen, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 1-12 July 1946 at Hamburg. 


Charge: 


Verdiot: 
Sentenoo: 


That 03 a member of the Neuengamme Concentration Camp 
staff, he vras concerned in the ill-treatment cf 
Allied nationals interned in tho said camp. 

Guilty. 

Inprisonmont for 1? years. 

Findings confirmed, but sontonco commuted to 
imprisonment for 10 years. . 










^Jl) Trial of Edgar Klonrnt, a Gorman national. 

Date A Place of Trial: 1-12 duly 1946 at Hamburg, 

Charge: That as a member of the Neuengararoo Concentration 

Camp staff, ho was concerned in the ill-treatment 
of Allied nationals interned in the said camp, 
Vordioti Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by judicial hanging. 

Findings confirmed, but sentence commuted to one of 
itnpris^r.mpnt for 15 years. 

342) Trial of Ernst Wondeftsuer, a Gorman national. 

Dato A Place of Trial: 1-12 July 1946 at Hamburg. 

Charge: That as a raombor of Neuonganme Concentration Camp 

staff, he was concerned intho ill-treatment of 
Alliod nationals interned in the said camp. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by judicial hanging. 

Findings confirmed, but sentence conmuted to one of 
imprisonment for 10 years. 

343 ) Trial of Johannes Thiolo, Otto Hinzo and Johannes Rehmke, Garman 

Nationals. 

Date & Placo of Trial; 22 - 25 July 1946 at Hamburg. 

Charge: That they at Popponbuttol, Germany, were concerned in 

the killing of a Polish national. 

Verdict: Hinze, Not Guilty. 

Thiolo & Rehmke, Guilty. 

Sentences: Thiolo, death by judicial hanging. 

Rehmke, Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Findings confirmed, but sentence on Thielo commuted 
• to imprisonment for 15 yoars. 

344) Trial of Heinz Hark and 4 others, all German nationals. 

Date A Placo of Trial: 26-31 July, 1946, at Recklinghausen. 
Charge: That at Jugesheim, Germany, they wore concerned in 

the ill-troatmont of a R.A.F. prisoner of war. 
Verdict: Not guilty, 1. 

Guilty, 4. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 8 yoars, 1, 

" " 5 " 1 , 

" 2 " 1 , 

" " 1 " 1 . 

Sentences confirmed. 

345) Trial of Gerhard Poppehhagon and 3 others, German nationals. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 29 July - 13 August 1946 at Hamburg. 
Charge: That they at Boondorf and elsewhere, between March 

1944 and May 1945> when members of a concentration 
camp staff, wore concerned in the ill-treatment and 
killing of Allied nationals interned in the comp. 
Verdict: Guilty, 3 . 

Not guilty, 1 . 

Sentences: Doath by hanging, 1, 

• Imprisonment for 35 yoars, 1, 

" " 5 " 1. 

Sentences confirnei. 

346 ) Trial of Rikio Wo Yabuki of the Imp.Japaneso Army, and 2 others. 

J. Dato & Placo of Trial: 2-9 august 1946 at H eng Kong. 

• Chargos: Ill-treatment of cividian residents of Hong Kong at 

tho Kampoitai Headquarters, resulting in pt\ysical 
suffering. (2 charges). 

Vordiot: Guilty, but with exer tions and special findings. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 10 years, 1. 

" 6 " , 1 . 

" " 3 " , 1. 

Firdings confirmed, but sentences of 6 and 3 yaarB 
commutod to 3 ani 2 yoars respectively. 
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347) Trial of Major Genoral Miaao Otsuka and 42 othors, oil of tho 
J. Imp,Japaneso Amy, attached to R.E.M.E. Baso 

Workshops, 

Data A Plaoe of Trial: 8th '‘ly^ust - 10th October 194-6 at 
Singapore. 

Charge: That thoy at Singapore, betwoon Fob.1942 and August 

1945 , when responsible for the well being'of the 
porsons in custody in the Military section of tho 
Outram Hoad prison, ware, .. .together ocncornod cu3 
p.arties to the ill-treatment and neglect of certain 
of such persons causing the death of about 13 British 
PoWs, about 4 Dutch PoWs anti about 22 civilians, and 
phyBi n,, l suffering to many other Biitisu, Dutch and 
Amorioan poWs and civilians there in custody. 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 4, 

Guilty, 39 

Sentenoes: Death by hanging, 

Iiqjriso rroent for life, 

15 years, 


Sentences 


12 
10 
8 
7 
5 
4 
3 
1 

confirmed. 


5, 

5, 

1, 

4, 

5, 
1, 

6 , 
5, 
2 , 
4, 
1, 


340) 


Trial of Max Kochlin and 21 othors, all Gorman nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 14 August - 3rd September, 1946 at Essen. 


Charge: 


Vordioti 

Sentences: 


Being concerned in the ill-treatment and killing of 
five members of the Royal Air Force, all prisoners of 

war. 

Not guilty, 5, 

Guilty (some with oxceptions), 17, 


Death by hanging, 
Imprisonment for lifo, 

" " 15 years, 

" » 12 " 

M II io " 

If ft Q fl 

it ti r, it 

it it jj ii 


3, 

1, 

4, 
2 , 
2 , 
1, 
1, 
1, 
2 , 


Findings oonfirmod, but sontonoo of lifo imprison¬ 
ment oonnuted to imprisonment for 15 years, two 
sentences to 12 years commutod to imprisonment for 
8 years and sentenco of 10 years roduoed to 
irapriaonnont for 7 years, 

349) Trial of Max Karl Georg Markwart, a German national. 

Date A Place of Trial: 20-21 August, 1946 at Hamburg, 


Charge i 


Verdict: 
Sentence: 


That when a member of a concentration camp staff, in 
Violation of the lav/s and usages of war, ho was 
concerned in tho ill-treatment and killing of Allied 
nationals, intornod in such concentration camp. 
Guilty, 

Death by judicial Imaging, 

Sentenco cunfimod. 













350} Trial of Trtsuichi Fumimoto of tho Iraporiul Japanese Anmy. 

J. Date & Placo of Trial: 23rd August, 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: That when a member of the staff of several PoW camps 

in Siam, he ill-troatod British prisoners of war 
interned in thi said camps, causing them physical 
suffering. 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence! Death by hanging. 

Findings confirmed, but so at once oomu.uted to 
imprisonment for 10 years. 

351) Trial of Albert Ernst, a German national. 

Date A Place ^f Trial: 29 th August I 946 at Hamburg. 

Charget(l) That when a member of the staff of the Nouengammo 

Conoontration C a mp, he ill-treated Polish and other 
allied nationals interned in the said oamp. 

( 2 ) That when a member of tho staff of the Nouongamnve 

Concentration Camp, ho ill-treated a Russian prisoner 
of war, whereby the said prisoner of war died. 

Verdict: Guilty of both oharges. 

Sentence: Death by judicial hanging. 

Confirmed. 

352) Trial of Hugo Saggau and anothor German national, and Giovanni 

Bellini and 8 other Italian nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 29th August - 25th September 1946 at Naples. 

Charges:(l) (Against 4 accused; That in December 1944 they were 
oonoornod in tho ill-treatment of a member of tho 
R.A.F., a prisoner of war. 

(2) (Against 7 accused) That in Docember 1944 they were 
concerned in the ill-treatment of the some msmber of 
the R.A.P., a prisoner of war, 

Verdiot: Not Guilty, 6. 

Guilty, 5* 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 20 years, 2, 

" " 8 " , 1 , 

" " 5 ", 2. 

Confirmed. 

353) Trial of J,H.P.Zonaon and 6 others, of the Gorman army. 

Date A Place of Trial: 6 - 17 September 1946 at Iserlohn. 

Charge: Being concernod in the killing of a member of the 

Royal Canadian Air Force, a prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 2. 

Guilty, 5. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 5« 

Findings confirmed but four sentences commuted to 
imprisonment for 15 yoars. 

354) Trial of Wilhelm Vote and 2 others, Gorman nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 12th S 0 ptember - 8th October 1946, at 
Wilhelishaven. 

Charge: That they at Wilhelmshavon botwoen 1941 and 1945, id 

violation of tho laws and customs of war, were 
concernod in tho ill-troatment and killing of Allied 
nationals interned in Germany. 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Doath by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 14 years, 1, 

" " 1 year, 1. 

Findings confirmed, but tho GOC-in-C, BADR refused 
to confirm tho sentence of imprisonment for 1 year. 
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355) Trial of Hikosaku -iudo and .11 others of tho Japanese Army. 

J. Dato & riaco of Trial: 13 fch September - 10th 0 o tober 1946 at 
Singapore. 

Charga: That when j.n tliu service of tho Occupying Power as 

rr.ombors of tho 19 th Ambulance Corps (commonly known as 
tho "Kudo Bvtai") boing rasponsiblo for tho modLical 
caro aid atfbntion of tho civilian inhabitants of 
occupied territories employed in, and in connection 
with, the construction anu maintonanco of tho Burma- 

oj.au iloi.! cjil .no i/avus ej*u iuuxIaOm tlio 

oivilian inhabitants, .. wore concerned in tho ill- 
treatuont of the said civilian inhabitants and thoir 
i. V -J\J A.l fainirius reatI bang in their physical 
suffering and the deaths of many of thomj that they 
woro coni, or nod in tho wilful killing of several of the 
said inhabitants whoso n'jnsa arc unknown, and that they 
wore concerned in the il -tru \tmont of British and 
Dutch prisoners >t war o;nployod to assist in tho 
mouir ;J. ..are uni. ' it o:vt ion aforesaid, causing physical 
suffcri/g to mar.’/ PoWs. (3 charges against all or 
several of tires accused,) 

Verdict: Not guilty, 1. 

Guilty, 3.1, 

Santoncos: Death by lianging, 2, 

Imprisonment for 1, 

" " 20 yoaiu, 1, 

" 15 yoavB, 1, 

" 10 years, 1, 

" .1 c; 11 •> 

" " 5 " 1? 

it 'i fi 11 l 

- L ? 

■' " 9 months, 1, 

" •'* 6 " ' 1. 

Sent encud. ex > of 11 a. ju, 

356) Trial of Johann Frit/,, a German nation.a« 

Date & Place of Trial, 16 th Sepi. ..nibor 1946 nb Eg;} 1 Austria). 

Charge: 'fhat ho killed a nr-iber of tho New Zealand Expeditionary 

Pores, a prisoner of wai. 

Vordiot• Gull tv. 

Sentence: . Impriuonu.iut C <r 12 years. 

Confirmed. 


357) Trial of Johann Felgits ehrv aiw others, Austrian nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial : J.o - 20 SiptenW 1346. 

Charge: That at Kleinfoip.t ..h, Austria, in or about May 1943» 

they were cor ,0mod the ill-treatment of a PoW. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 2. 

Guilty, 1. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 maths. 

Confimod. 

358) T rial of Tschuray, Fuhrujne, Longhaiis and 5 other’ , all Gorman 

nation; do, v Jhr lation nanos unknovm)• 

Date & Place of Trial: 2ulh Septambor - 6oh October 1946 at Vorden. 
Charge: That at Stole*'; XII, they ill treated British and 

Al]iou pi.is- nan. f v. up, and that they wore concornod 
in the killing of a British pris v*.r of war. (2 charges). 
Verdict: Not guilty, 5* 

Guilty, f„ 

Ijnp.ri •‘■onmout i;r i. 1 ■ a, 1, 

" V sonthf, 1, 

11 2 11 1 

V Ak 

Sentence.' could need. 


Sentences: 



359^ Trial -of Johannas Essor, a Gorman national. 

Date & Placa of Trial: 24-25 September 1946 at Dusseldorf. 
Charge: That he ill-treated and killed an unknown British 

airman, a prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, exoept for the word "British". 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed. 


360) Trial of Josef Pfisteror, formerly of tho German Amy, 

Date & Place of Trial: 27 September - 3 C c tober, 1946 at Graz. 
Chariot That ho was concerned in die killing ol a laamoer of 
tho Now Zealand Expeditionary Force, a PoW. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 17 years. 

Findings confirmed, but sentence commuted to• 
imprisonment for 10 years. 


361) 

J. 


Trial of Sgt. Hisaahi Tobo, of the Iqp.Japanose Army. 

Date & Place of Trial: 30th September - 1st October 1946 at 
Rangoon. 

Charge: Being concerned in the ill-traatmont of 3 civilian 

residents of Burma. 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 10 yoars. 

Confirmed. 




362) Trial of Sgt.Maj. Hachiro Kumagai and 4 others of the Japanese Amor. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: l6th October - 20th November 1946 at 

Rangoon. 

Charge; Being ooncomed in tho killing of 7 persons in their 
custody. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 3» 

Imprisonment for life, 1, 

" " 10 yoars, 1. 

Findings confirmed, but one sentence of death commuted 

to imprisonment for 15 yoars, two sentences of death 
commuted to imprisonment for 12 yoars, sentonco of 10 
years reduced to imprisonment for 5 years, and life 
sentence Not Confirmed. 

363 ) Trial of Col. Isao Tokunaga and 4 others, members cf the Japanese Army. 

J. Date 4 place of Trial: 17 thOctober, 1946 - 14th February 19A7 at 

Hong Kong. 

Charge: That when membors of tho staffs of various prisoner of 

war camps, they were concerned in tho inhumane treat¬ 
ment of British, Canadian and Dutch PoWs, resulting in 
the deaths of some and in physioal sufferings to other’s, 
(5 charges against all or several); that they were 
concornod in tho maltreatment of 4 Canadian PoW; that 
they wore concerned in tho killirg of 4 Canadian PoW; 
that thoy wore ooncorned in tho killing of 5 British 
PoW; that Col.Tokunaga, misappropriated for his own uso 
Red Cross supplies of food, medicines, clothes, eto, 
intondod for PoW in Hong Kong and further permitted and 
condoned the misappropriation of such supplies by his 
staff; that ho was concerned in tho beating, torture and 
unlawful killing of numerous Chineso civilians in Hong 
Kong and that another accused was concerned in the mal¬ 
treatment of two unidentified Chineso drivers and two or 
more British prisoners of war. (ll charges in all). 

All accused guilty on one or more charges. 


Verdiot: 
Sentences: 


Death by hanging. 
Imprisonment for 3 years, 
1* t» 2 " 

" " 1 year, 

Confirmed, 


2 , 

1 , 

1 , 

1 . 






f 









- 8 - 


364) Trial of Lt.Gon.Eiguna Ishida oral 4 others of tho Japanese Array. 

J, Dato A Place of Tri'O s 21 at October - 3rl Daoutubor 1946 at 

Singapore, before a cjurt consisting of 1 moinbor 
of tho Royal Netherlands East Indies A r my, one 
member of tho Austra].ian Amy and 2 British officers. 

Charge:(l) That while engagod in the administration of 3 r itish, 

Australian and Dutch P iWs omployod in the oonstruction 
of tho Buma-Siam Railway, thoy v/ere concerned in tho 
inhunano treatment of tho said PoWo, resulting in t’ne 
doatho of nary and physical suffering of nary othors. 

( 2 ) That thoy usod the labour of British, Australian and 
Dutch Po'v/s in work having connection with the operation 
of war, namely tho construction and maintenance of the 
Buma-Siam Railway. 

( 3 ) That they were concerned in tho employment of tho labour 
of the said P 0 Ws in work which was oxcessive having 
regard to the rank and capacity of tho 3aid PoWs. 

( 4 ) That thoy wore concerned in the internment of the said 
FaWs in conlitions which wore unhealthy and unhygienic. 

(5) (Against one accused only) That he was concerned in the 
killing of a British Fo'W. 

(6) (Against one accused only) That to was concerned in the 
killing of throe British PoWs. 

(7) (Against one accused only) That to was concerned in tho 
employment of British, Australian and Dutoh PoWs in 
work having a connection with the operation of war, 
thereby exposing thorn to aerial bombardment, resulting 
in tho deaths of 20 Po'Ws and physioal injury to several 
ottors. 

Verdicts All found guilty on one or more charges. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2, 

Imprisonment for 20 years, 1, 

" " 10 " , 2 . 

Confirmed, but one sentenco of 10 years commuted to 
imprisonment for 5 years. 

365 ) Trial of Sgt. Katsumi Umoda and 2 ottors of the Japanese .enry. 

J. Date & Place of Trials 22 - 20 October 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: Being concerned in the killing of five Indian P 0 V/ 3 , 

names unknown. 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 19 years, 2. 

" " 7 " * 1. 

Not confirmed. 

366 ) Trial of Keiichi Talcemoto of the Japanese Array. 

J, Dato A Place of Trial: 31 October and 1 November 1946 at Singaporo. 

Charge: That ho ill-treated British PoWs interned in a Fo'W 

comp, and in particular one person, causing bodily 
i nj< 1 ry anr 1 su ffo ri r ig. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Iraprisonmer.t for 2 yoar3. 

Confirmed. 

367 ) Trial of Moritada Itonitsu- and Teruyoshi Fujiyama, civilians. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 7-22 N 0 vombor 1946 at yuala Lura]jur. 

Charge: Being concornod in tho ill-treatment of civilian 

residents of Kuala Lipis, resulting in the deaths of 

5 persons. 

Verdiot: Both found guilty(with exceptions). 

Sentences: Doath by hanging, 2. 

Oonfiimod, 
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y^sy Trial of Josef Strohlo, of tho German arny. 

Dato St piaoo ( of Trial: 18-PI Novnmhor 1946 ?.t Brunswick. 

Ohorgos»(l) A 'hat at Brunswick, when commandant of a Po^ oamp, 

ho waa concerned in the killing of a priaonor of war, 
a member of tho Indian Army. 

(2) That at various placo3, whan commandant of PoW campB, 
ho was concernod in tho ill-troatmont of British and 
Allied prisoners of war. 

Vardiots Guilty of second charge only. 

Sontonco; Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Confirmed. 


369) Trial of Major Tonoyuki Ikegarni and 5 others of the Japanese Army. 

J. Date &. Place of Trial: 19 November - 2nd Dooember 19 46 at Singapore. 
Charges:(l) (Against all accused) Boing concerned in the killing of 
11 prisoners of war, members of the Indian army. 

(2) (Against first accusod only) Being concerned in tho 
killing of 5 Indian prisoners of war, names unknown. 
Verdict 1 All found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 10 years, 4, 

" " 5 " , 1. 

Not confirmed. 

370) Trial of Capt* Eiikichi Knmimura and 2nd Lt. Katsuyuki Yam&guohi, of 


J. 


3 ?> 


tho Japanoso Arn^y. 

Date & Place of Trial; 26-30 Novoraber 1946 at Jesselton, B.N.B. 
Charge: Being concerned in tho killing of Indian prisoners of 

war by bayonotting and bo heading them. 

Verdictj Both guilty. 

Sentences: Doath by hanging, 2. 

Not confirmed. 

Trial of Capt. Kanomitsu Hojo and 7 others <f the Japanese Army. 
Date & Place of Trial; 20th November - 13th Deoombor 1946 at 
Singapore. 

That as ooramaniant and staff of tho Pankalan Ealal 
PoW camp, they were conocrnod in tho ill-treatment of 
prisoners of war, resulting in physical and mental 
suffering to many of them. 

All found guilty. 

Inprisonmont for 12 yoars, 1, 

10 " 2 , 

7 " 1, 

5 " 1, 

3 " 2, 

2 " 1 . 

Sentences later corarnutod as follows; 

From 12 years to imprisonment for 6 years 


Charge: 


Verdict; 

Sentences: 


10 

1C 

7 

5 


11 ^ " 

u J If 

fl ^ If 

" 3 


ff 


372) 

J. 


Trial of Sgt. Hisoshi Miyamoto of the Japanese Artgy. 

Date & Place of T r ial: 2-4 Dooonbor 1946 at Jesselton. 

Charge; Ill-troatmont of civilian residents of Telipok, which 
resulted in tho doath of certain persons. (3 charges); 
Verdiot; Guilty of 2 charges. 1 ohurgo withdrawn by the 
prosecution. 

Sentence; Doath by hanging. 

Confirmed. 


J 


4 










373) TH.rO of Col. Iju Sugnsawn of the Japanese Army. 

J. Dato & Placa of Trio!: 6-17 December 1946 at Singapore, before a 
court consisting of ono Dutch, ono Australian, one 
Indian and ono British officer. 

Charge: (l) That when in command of tho Siam Po^ administration, he 
employed British, Australian and Dutch P.wVa in work 
having connection with tho operation of war, thereby 
exposing them to aerial bombardment, resulting, in the 
deaths of many. 

( Til -treatment, of 7 Indian PnV/s internod in Kanburi camp. 

(3) Inhumane treatment of British, Australian and Dutch 
PoWs, causing physical suffering. 

Verdict: Guilty, with an exception. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 12 years. 

Confirmed. 

374) Trial of S.M. Koikichi Takahaohi of the Japanese Amy. 

j. Date <% Place of Trial: 7-31 Docomber 19*4-6 at Rangoon, boforo 
a court consisting of one British and two Indian 
officers. 

Chargo: Being concernod in tho killing of a civilian resident 

of Ludaw Village, Burma. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence? Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Confirmed, 

375) Trial of Heinrich Adolf Siobort, a Gorman national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 10 - 13 December 1946 at Rocklinghausen. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of an unknown British airman, a PoW. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 months. 

Confirmed. 

376) Trial of Capt. Kosuke Goshi and W/0 Noriie Yano of the Japanese Amy. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 18 - 23 December 1946 at Kuala Lumpur. 

Chargo: Being concerned in the killing of a civilian inhabitant 

of Kuala Lipis, Malaya, occupied territory. 

Verdict: Both guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 20 years, 1. 

Confirmed. 

377) Trial of Lt.Gon.Sakon Watari and 0 others of tho Japanese Army. 

J. Dato & place of Trial: 2Dth Docomber-1946 - 20th January 1947 at 
Singapore. 

Charge: Being concerned in tho ill-treatment of a party of 

British, Australian and Dutch prisoners of war employed 
in road building, resulting in the death of many and 
bodily suffering of many others. 

Vordict; Nut guilty, 4, 

Guilty, 5. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 10 years, 2, 

" " 7 " 2, 

" " 5 " 1. 

One sentence of 10 yoars reduced to imprisonment for 
5 yoars, 

I 

378) Trial of Col. Konnosuko Noma of tho Japanose A^ny, 

J. Pate & Placo of Trial: 24 °oc. 1946 - 24 Fob. 1947 at Hong Kong. 

Charge: Ill-treatmont of civilian residents of Hong Kong, 

resulting in tho loath or unlawful killing by members 
of tho Japanese forcer^ of many, and physical suffering 
of many >thors, 

Vordict: Guilty. 

Sentonco: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed and exenubod. 


379) Trial of Sgt. Yoshiharo Arilcawa (and W/0 Hayato Kokuryo, not tried). 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 50i*h ^acenbar 194& - 3^ January 1947 at 

Kuala Lumpur. 

Charge: That whon in the sorvice of the oocupying Power, they 

wore concerned in tho killing of oivilian residents 
of tho occupiad territory. 

Vordiot s Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 20 years. 

• Confirmed. 

38 0) Trial of Lt, Yishio Osato and Kor.Gd.Hoiji Ozawa of tho Japanese Army. 
J. Date & Place of Trial: 1st - 6th January 1947 at Singapore. 

Charge: That when members of the staff cf a PoW camp they were 

ooncornod in tho ill-treatment of British and Dutoh 
PoWs interned therein causing bodily suffering. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 4 years, 1, 

" 3 " , 1. 

One year's imprisonment remitted from each sentenoo. 

381) Trial of Solms Wittig orvd 12 others, all German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 2nd January - 3rd Fobinary 1947 at Brunswick. 
Charge: That ns managers and staff of a labour camp, they ware 

concerned in tho ill-treatment and killing of Allied 
nationals intornod in the camp. 

Verdictl 4 of the accused did not stand for trial. 

2 not guilty, 

2 guilty with exceptions, 

5 guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, * 5* 

Imprisonment for 10 years, 1, 

" " 2 " 1 . 

2 death sentences commuted to imprisonment for 20 and 
7 years respectively. 

382) Trial of Colonel Nunzao Nicita of the Italian Army, 

Date & Place of Trial: 6th January 1947 

Charge: That whon oommandant of a PoW camp, he ill-treated 5 

members of the South African foroes, prisoners of war. 
v Verdict 5 Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 4 months. 

Confirmed. 

383) Trial of Sgt.MaJ. Seiji Matsui of the Japanese Army. 

Date A Place of Trial: 7th and 8th January 1947 at Jesaalton. 

Charge: Being concerned in tho killing of a civilian resident 

of Lnhad Datu, British Borneo. 

Verdict 5 Guilty. 

Santanoe : Imprisonment for 15 years. 

Confirmed. 

384 ) Trial of Civ.Interpreter Shigenobu llirota. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 7 - 13th January 1947 at ^uala Lunpur. 

Charge: Being concomod in the ill-treatment of 6 civilian 

residents of Malaya, causing physical suffering. 

Verdiot: Guilty with, exceptions. 

Sentence) Imprisonment for 7 yoars. 

Confirmed. 

385 ) Trial of Walter Klottko and 3 other’s, Gorman nationals. (One absent). 

Date & Plaoe of Trial: 7-9 January 1947 at Hamburg. 

Charge: Being ooncornod in tho killing of an unknown British 

airman, a prisoner of war. 

Verdiot: Not guilty, 1. 

Guilty, 2. 

Sontenoos: Imprisonment for 15 years, 2. 

Confirmed* 




386) Trial of Capt. Masao Kanota of the Japanese array. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 9th. January 1947 at Josselton. 

Charges Being concerned in the killing of civilian residents of 
Lahad Datu, British Borneo. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed and oxocutod. 

387) Trial of W/o Masao Tabata and 2 others of the Japanese Array. 

J. Dato & Place of Trial: 14-20 January 1947 at Kuala Lumpur, 

Charge 1 Being concerned in the ill-treatment of 3 civilian 

residents of Malaya, resulting in tho death of one# 
Verdict : All guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 20 yoars, 2. 

Sentence of death commuted to imprisonment for 15 yoars, 
and 5 years remitted from other two sentences. 

388) Trial of Lt.Col. Soichii Murayama and 5 others of the Japanese Army. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 15th January - 21st Maroh 1947 at Rangoon. 

Charge '• being concerned in tho illtreatment of 4 British 
prisonor3 of war, members of tho R.A.F. 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 4i 

lu^risonraont for 2 yoars, 1, 

» " 1 " 1 . 

One death sontoncu commuted to imprisonment for 10 yoars. 

389 ) Trial of Heins Stunpp and 3 othors, German nationals# 

Date & Place of Trial: 20th January 1947 at Hanover. 


Charge: 

Verdict: 

Sentences: 


Being concerned in the killing of two unknown British PoW. 
All found guilty. 

Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 10 yoars, 2, 

" " 3 " , 1. 

Confirmed. 


390) Trial of Masaji Wo Nakao of the Japanese Army. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 20-21 January 1947 at Josselton. 

Charge: Boing concerned in the killing of a Dusun woman and one 

other civilian resident of Runinding. (2 charges) 

Verdict: Guilty of one charge. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Confirmed, 

391) Tri:d of Lt. Koji Tamaki and 2 others of tho Japanese Army* 

J. Dato & Place of Trial: 20th January - 7th February 1947 at Hong Kong. 
Charge:(l) (Against all accused) Being concerned in tho ill-treat¬ 
ment of ?oWs in their custody oausing suffering to many 
and contributing to the death of soma. 

(2) (against first accused) Being ooncerned in the ill- 
treatment of ?jWs in his custody, causing suffering. 
Verdict: . All found guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 15 years, 1, 

. " " 12 ", 2 . : 

Confirmed. 

392) Trial of Sgt. Akira Inushina of tho Japanese Army. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 22nd January 1947 r, -t Jossolton. 

Cliargu; Being concerned in tho killing of two and tho ill-treatment 
of another civilian resident of Lahad Datu, British Borneo* 
Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Doath by hanging. 

Confirmed uni executed. 


il k 
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393) Trial of W/o Shinichi Matsuo and Sgt. Masaichi Maruo of the Japanese 

J. Amy. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 22nd January 1947 at Singapore. 

Charge: Doing concerned in the ill-treatment of prisoners of 

war and of one in particular. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontoncu! Imprisonment for one day. 

Confirmed* 

394) Trial of Nello CLristiunini and 2 others, Italian nationals. 

Date & placo of Trial: 23rd January 1947 a t Mestro. 

Chargo: II1-truatraont of an unidentified Allied airman, a PoW. 

Verdict: Not guilty. 

395) Trial of Sebastian Scherer, a German national. 

Date & place of Trial: 23 - 25 January 1947 

Charge! Being cuncemod in the ill-troatmont of British PoWs 
by causing then to work under dangerous conditions 
tliuroby causing the death of ono, 

Vordict: Nr.it "uilty. 

396) Trial of Capt. Shinichi Nakata and W/0 Shi geo KosaVa of the Japanese 
J. Date & place of Trials 24-25 January 1947 at Jesselton. ^Amy, 

Charge: B g ing concerned in the killing of oivilian residents 

of Sandakan, British Borneo. 

Vordict: Both found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Inprisenmerit for 20 years, 1. 

Confirmed and exocutod. 


397) Trial of Sgt* Shotaro Takashima and Cpl. Koichi Asako of the Japanoso 
J. Date & Place of Trial: 25-30 Januory 1947 at Singapore. ray. 

Chargo: Ill-treatment of Indian PoWs by foroing sick men to work 

and the negloot of proper medical attention, resulting 
particularly in the deaths of two. 

. Vordiot: Not guilty, 1. 

Guilty, 1, (with exceptions). 

^ Sentonoo: Imprisonment for life. 

Not confirmed. 


398 ) Trial of Kintaro Kitada, a Japanese civilian. 

J. Date & Plaoo of Trial: 28th January 1947 at Kuala Lumpur. 

Charge: That as Chief Tolico Officer he was concerned in the 

ill-troatmont of civilians in police custody and in 
particular causing pliysical suffering to two persons. 
Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 8 years. 

Confirmed. 

399) Trial of Romolo Rossi and Virgilio Faini, momborsdf the Italian Fascist 

Date a Place of Trial: 29 Janu.-xry 1947 at Mestro. ^Federation. 

Chargo: Being concerned in tiro killing of a ran Lor of the British 

forcos. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 

400) Trial of J 0 hannos Engol, a Goman national. 

Dato & Flaco of Trial: 29th Janu;uy 1947 at Eason, 

Charge: Ill-troatmont of an unknown British airman, a ?oW, 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sontonco: Imprisonment for 6 months* 

Confimod, 


J 
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40l) Trial of Yukio Wakayama and Koiji Kawutoko, civilians. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 29th Janiuiy - 4th February 1947 at Singapore. 

Ill-treatraont of civilian residents of Singapore, 
resulting in the ptiysical suffering of many (2 chargoa). 
Guilty. 

1 . 

1, 

Confirmed. 


°harge i 

Verdict: 
Sentences: 


Imprisonment for 6 months, 

ii ^ " 


402) Trial of Stiff Sgt. Daizo Tokumaru and Sgt. Tadoyoshi Taki of the 
J. Jap ana so Army and Josof Kutron, a civilian. 

Date ci Place of Trial: 33d Jan - 24th Fob. 1947 at Singaix>re. 


Chargoi 

Verdict: 
Sentences: 


Ill-treatment of civilian residents of Singapore, 
resulting in physical suffering. (2 charges). 
Guilty. 

Imprisonment for 5 yoars, 1, 


3 

2 


1 . 

1 . 


Confirmed. 


403) Trial of Sgt. Kasuo Kuwata of tho Japanoso Army. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 3rd - 6th February 1947 at Kuala Lumpur. 
Charge: Being oonoornod in tho ill-treatment of 9 civilian 

inhabitants of Malacca, resulting in physical suffering. 
Verdict: Guilty, with an exception. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 9 years. 

Confirmed. 

404) Trial of Ryuao Ni3hiniya and Chosoi Yagi, civilians. 

J. Date cfe Place of Trial: 8th - 10th February 1947 at S ingapore. 


Charge: 


Verdict: 
Sentences: 


Boing ooncornod in the ill-treatment of 6 civilian 
inhabitants of Singapore, resulting in physical 
suffering. 

Guilty, 2. 

Imprisonment for 4 years, 2. 

Confirmed. 


405) Trial of Field Marshal Albert Kessolring, a German National. 

Date & Place of Trial: 10th February - 6th May 1947 at Vonioe. 

Charge: (l) That when in charge of 317 Transit Camp, Mostre, 

ho was oonoornod in tho killing, as a reprisal, of some ’ 
335 Italian nationals in tho krdoatine Caves, 

(2) That whan G 0 mmandor-in-Chiof, Array Group South Vest, ho 
incitod ami commanded tho Gorman armed forces and Gorman 
polico forces in Italy under his command to kill Italian 
civilians as reprisals in consequence of which a number 
wore killed. 

Verdict: Guilty of both charges. 

Sentence: Death by shooting. 

406) Trial of Sgt. Maj. Toshiyuki Ilyodo and 2 others of tho Japanese Army. 

J. Date & Placo if Trial: 10 - 17 February 1947 at Singapore. 

Ohargo: boing oonoornod in tho ill-treatment of civilian 

residonts of Singaporo, which resulted in tho death of 
ono person. 

Verdict: Guilty, with' exceptions, 2. 

Not- guilty, 1. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 10 yoars, 1. 

" " 6 " 1. 

Confirmed. 
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407) Trial cf Capt. Shigeo Shibata and Sgt.Maj. Takao Oba of the Japanese 


Dato A Placet of Trial: ICth February - 7th March 1947 at Hone Kong. 


Charge: 


Verdict: 


Sontonco: 


Ill-treatment of civilian residents of Hong Xong who 
Y/oro in the custody of the Eastern Korapoitai Head¬ 
quarters and the accused, thus causing tha death of 
some and physical sufferings to others. 

Not guilty, 1. 

Guilty, v.ith exceptions, 1. 

Imprisonment for 3 yoars. 

Confirmed, 


408) Trial of Hermann Haug and Hermann Roller, German Nationals. 

Date A Place of Trial: 11th - 13th February 1947 at Essen. 

Charge! being concerned in the ill-treatment of a member of 
the Royal Afr F or oo. 

Verdiot: Not Guilty.' 

409) Trial of Karl Gustav Moeller and 2 others, German nationals. 

Date & Flaco of Trial: 18th February - 1st March 1947 at Hamburg. 
Charge: Doing concerned in the ill-treatment of Allied 

nationals employed as slave labour, (2 charges) and 
(against one accused only), issuing directions that 
Alliod airmen v/ore not to to token prisoners of war 
alive. 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 3 yours, 1, 

" " 18 months, 1, 

» " 9 " , 1. 

Confirmed and 3 months' imprisonment remitted from 
9 months sentence. 

410) Trial of.Engelbert (Englabort) Felix Franz Lap and Karl Neulist, 

Gorman nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 18th February - 3rd March 1947 at Essen. 
Charge:(l) Doing concerned in thu ill-treatment by shooting and 
wounding of a pri3onor of war, of the Union Defence 
Foroos, 

( 2 ) (Against Lap only) That ho gave orders to sentrios to 
firo without chiillengo at prisoners of war who touched 
or orossed the trip vd.ro whioh onclosod the camp 
oxoroiso ground. 

Vordict: Neulist guilty. 

Lap not guilty of either charge. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Confirmed. 


411) Trial of Capt. Toshikazu Hakuzaki arid 3 otliers of the Japanose Army. 
J. Date A Place of Trial: 24th February - /th March 194/ at Singapore. 


Ohargel 

Vordiot: 


Sentence: 


I11-treatment of British, American, Dutch prisoners of 
war, causing bodily suffering to many. 

Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 3. 

Imprisonment for 6 years, 1, 

" " 5 " 1, 

" " 2 " 1 . 

Confirmed, 










412) Trial of Hadrian Hied, a Goman national. 

Date ob Place of Trial: 25th - 27th February 1947 at II. Q., 5 Divi- 
sion, D*ii*0*R* 

Charge 5 (l) That kn.ivri.ng an order oxistod at a PqJ camp that where 
necessary when prisoners of war were outside Barracks 
luring an air raid, sentries wore to uso thoir arms, 
lie took no steps tu cancel the. said order, as a 
consequence of whioh 2 British Po»7s wore shot and 
killed without tri.al. 

(2) That as oonnandunt of Oflag VIIB he issuod an order to 
'sontries to shoot at all PoWs disobeying the order 
forbidding then to remain outsido thoir quarters five 
minutes after an air raid warning had boon given. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 

413) Trial of Giuseppe Berti, an Italian national. 

Date « Place of Trial: 27th February 1947 at Mostro. 

Charge: Being concerned in the killing cf a ?o*'f, a member of 

the South African Artillery. 

Vordict: Not Guilty. 

414-) Trial of Mitsuzo Mori, a Japaneso civilian. 

J. Date & Placed* Trial* 5th - 7th March 194-7 at Singapore. 

Charge: Being ooncoraed in the ill-treatment of Javanese, 

Malay, Indian and Chinese coolios and headmen, 
contributing to tho doaths of approximately 50 of 
them and resulting in physical sufferings to many. 

Vordict: Guilty, with exceptions. 

SentenceJ Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Confimod. 

415) Trial of Mosaburo Tominaga and Takas hi go Nagata, civilians. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 5th - 17th March 1947 at Singapore. 

Charge 5 Being concornod in tho killing of a civilian 
resident of Singapore. 

Verdict: Both found ;*uilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 10 years, 1. 

’• " 6 ", 1 . 

Confirmed. . , 

416) Trial of Heinz Stullpflug and 5 others, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 7th March - 1st May 1947 at Osnabruck, 
before a court consisting of 1 Australian and 4 
British officers. 

Charge: Killing of allied airmon, prisoners of war, killing 

of 5 American airmen, I'oWb, 3 British, and 1 
Australian aimon, PoWs. (10 charges against all 
or several of tho accused.) 

Vordict: Not guilty, 3» (Ono acquitted on 22nd day of trial). 

Guilty, 3. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2, 

• Imprisonment for 15 years, 1. 


417) Trial of Maj. Con. Toahisbigo Sho,ji of tho Japanoso Arn\y. 

J. Dnta placo of Trial: 10th - 17th March 194-7 at Hong Kong, beforo 
court consisting of 1 Canadian and 2 B r itish officors. 
C'large: Doing ooncomod in tho ill-troatmont and killing of 

British, Canadian, Chinoso and Indian troops and Red 
Cross porsonnol after they had boon takon prisonors of 
war. 

Not guilty. 


Verdict: 
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W.0) Trial of Lt. Gon. TaJkuma Nishimura and 6 others of the Japanese Army. 
J. Bate <4 Placo of Trials 10th Maroh - 2nd April 1947 at Singapore. 

Charge! Being ouncernod in tho nassaoro of Chinese residents of 
Singapore Island, for tho lives and safoty of whom they 
were responsible. 

VerdiotJ Guilty. 

Sontoncoo: Boath by hanging, 2, 

Imprisonment for life, 5» 

Gonfinaed and exooutod. 



WL9) Trial of Reinhardt Erail Schulz a Goman national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 11-12 March 1947 

Charge: Being ooncomed in tho ill-treatment of 2 British FoWs, 

v erdiot: Not guilty, 

420) Trial of Kurt Otto Konmerich, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 11-31 March 1947 at Hamburg, 

Charge: Being concerned in tho killing of a Polish national. 

Vordiot! Nut guilty, 

421) Trial of Kurt Wolff, a Goman national, 

Dato w placo of Trial! 18th Karoh 1947 at Brunswick, 

Charge! That when offioor in chargo of prisoners of war, he 

exposed to air raid action British prisoners of war in 
Working Kommando BAB 20, then quartered in a target 
area by failing to provide air raid shelter for the 
said prisoners of v;or or to move them to safer quarters 
outside the said target arou, thereby oausing the 
deaths of 4 persons. 

Verdict! Guilty. 

Sontence! Imprisonment for 7 years. 



422) Trial of Karl Hocht and 6 othors, German nationals. 

Date & Placo of Trial! 18th March - 2nd April 1947 at Hamburg. 
Charge:(l) (Against 1 accusod): Being concerned in the killing aul 
ill-treatment of Allied nationals interned in a labour 


( 2 ) 

(3) 


Vordiot: 
Sentences; 


camp. 

(Against 5 accused) : Being concerned in tho ill- 
treatment of Allied nationals internod in the said 
labour camp. 

(Against 1 aocusod): That when a doctor and charged 
with tho medical caro of Allied nationals, by wilful 
neglect of his duties ho caused unnecessary suffering 
and deaths of a numbor of Allied nationals. 

Guilty, 3. 

Not Guilty, 4* 

Imprisonment for 7 years, 1, 

" "5 ", 1, 

" " 6 months, 1, 

Confirmed. 


423) Trial of Sgt.Maj. Horuji Ogasawara and Sgt. iiisoo Kav/ai, 

J. Dato <4 Placo of Trial! 21-31 Maroh 1947 at H-jng Kong. 

Charge! Being cjncamod in tho killing of civilian residents 
of Taipo, and being concerned in the ill-treatment of 
civilian residents of Taipo, resulting in the death 
of ono person. (2 charges). 

Vorliot! Not guilty, 1. 

Guilty, 1. 

Sentonco: Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Confirmed. 
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424) Trial of Sgt.Maj- '.'itaichi Joiuni of tho Japanese army* 

J. Date & riaco of Trials 25 - 31 March 1947 at Singapore, 

Charge! That wlion in charge of a .lroft f British and 

Dutch PoWs, ho was concerned in their ill-treatment 
resulting in tlio death of about 98 of them and in 
physical sufferings to many others. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentonco: Death ty hanging. 

Confirmed and executed, 

425) Trial of Cpl. Shinso Numata of the Japanese arny. 

J. Dato a: Ilace of Ti ial; 1-6 April 1947 at Singapore, 

Charge! ^oing concernod in tho ill-treatment of a person on 
Singapore Island, as a rosult of which tho person 
died. 

Verdict 5 Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life. 

Confirmed, 

426) Trial of K&saku Kar.ui. 

J. bate & riaco of Trial: 8 - y May 1947 at Singapore, 

Charge! Being concerned in tho gross ill-treatment of British 

subjects, ooolius employed in tho instruction of the 
Kra-Railway, 

Verdict! Guilty, except for the word "gross". 

Sentence! Imprisonment for 2 yoars. 

Confirm^ 1, 

427) Trial of Major Yuounuri I’akoahita and Sgt.Maj.Kohoiji Tsuchiya of the 

J, Japanese Amy, 

Dato re Place of Trial: 8th - 28th April 1947 at Rangoon, 

Charge! Doing concerned in tho ill-treatment of a civilian 

re silo at of Jurnu, as a rosult of which the said person 
diod. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 12 years, 1. 

’ "5 ", 1. 

Confirmed, 

428) Trial of Jochim Struck arl Paul Friedrich Wilhelm Wilhelmson, Gorman 

nationals, 

Dato <Sfe Flaco of T r ial: 10th April 1947 at Hamburg, 

Charge: Being concerned in tho ill-treatment of an unknown 

Allied airman. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 

429) Trial of Willi Tensfeld, a German national, 

Dato & Place f Trial: 14 - 18 April 1947 at iadua, 

Chargo: That hu was ooncornod in the killing without trial of 

a D r ii;ish Private soldier and 17 Italian nationals, 
parro sans, uvl that iio was concerned in the killing as 
a reprisal of 12 Italian nationals, (2 charges) 

Verdict: Not Guilty, 

430) Trial of Sgt„ or.liio Tauchuda, alias Yasida, alias Dota, of tho 

J, Japanese army. 

Dato & place of Trial! 1.4th - 22nd April 1947 at Kuala Lumpur, 
Charge 5 Doing concerned in tine ill-treatment of civilian 

residents of Malaya, (2 charges). 

Verdict: Guilty ~.iVn exceptions. 

Sentence 5 Impris'.'o on, fox 4 years. 

Corfire 1 ju. 










431) Trial of Gustav RGnnocke, a Goman national. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 22 - 24 April 1947 at Hamburg. 

Charges Doing concerned in the killing of two British PoWs. 
Verdict* Guilty, 

Sentences Imprisonment for 20 years. 

Confirmed. 

432) Trial of Sgt. Tsunezr VKtnnabo of tho Jopanoso Army. 

J. J^ato be Place of Trial: 28th..pril - 5th Hay 1947 at Kuala Lumpur. 
Charges Boing concerned in tho ill-treatment of Chinese 

civilian residents of Kuala Lumpur, and contributing 

to the doath of ono. 

Verdicts Not guilty. 

433) Trial of Gustav wrobol, a G 0 rman national. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 29th April 1947 at Hamburg. 

Charge! Being concerned in tho killing of a Canadian PoW v 
Verdict * Not Guilty. 

434) Trial of Hidoo Tagawa, alias Chang Siow Poo. 

J. Dato & Place of Trial: 5th Hay 1947 at Kuala Lumpur. 

Charges That while acting as interpreter to the Japanese 
O.C.P.D. ho was concerned in tho ill-treatment of 
5 civilian residents of Solangor, Malaya 

Pica in Bar of Trial entored on the grounds that 
accused is of Chinese nationality. plea upheld 
. by tho court which has no jurisdiction. 

435) Trial of Masanori Matsuoka, alias lliu Nien Huin. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 8th - 9th May 1947 at Kuala Lumpur. 

Charge: concerned in the ill-treatment of 5 civilian 

residents of Solangor. 

Verdict : Guilty. 

• Sentence: Imprisonment for 7 years. 

Confirmed, but ono yoar romittod from sontenoe. 

436) Trial of Pasqualo Corvi, an Italian national. 

Late & place of Trial: 9-10 May 1947 at Padua. 

Charge: That he woundod a British Bo’rf. 

Verdict : Not guilty. 

437) Trial of Haruyoshi Nakanishi of tho Japanese Army. 

J. Date dt Place of Trial: 14 - 20 May 1947 at Singapore. 

Charge! That while in charge of a draft of British and Dutch 
prisoners of war, he was concornol in their ill- 
troatnont causing physical suffering to many. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Iinpri3onmont for 2 years. 

Confirmed, 

438) Trial of Konrad Mangold and 3 others. Carman nationals. 

Bate & Place of Trial: 22 - 29 May 1947 at Brunswick, before a 
Charge: court consisting of 1 .Australian and 4 British 

officers. 

Charge:(l) (Against all accused) Ikiing concerned in the killing 
of an Australian aiman, a prisoner of war. 

(2) (Against Mangold only) Boing concerned in the killing 
of another Australian airman, a PoW* 

Vordiot: Not guilty, 1. 

Guilty, 3. 

Sentences: Death by shooting, 1, 

Imprisonment fur 10 years, 1, 

" " 1 " , 1 . 


I 











439) Trial of Ludwig Michel, a German national. 

Date k Flaco of Trials 28th - 30 th May 1947 at Brunswick ooi'oro 
a court consisting of one Australian and 4 British 
officers. 

Charges That ho was onocrnad in thcj killing of an Australian 
airman and that ho was concerned in tho ill-treatment 
of tho said aiman. (2 chargos). 

Verdict: Cuilty, 

Sentence: imprisonment for 12 years. 


Vordict: 

Sentence: 


44D) Trial of Xansaku Tasaki of tho Japanese Arny. 

J, Date & Ppaco of Trial: 2Qth May - 9th Juno 1947 at Johoro Bahru. 
Charge: Being concerned in tho killing of 6 civilian 

inhabitants of Malaya. 

Vordict: Not guilty. 

441) Trial of Frits Lomborg, a German national. 

Date d Place of Trial: 30th May 1947 at Hamburg, before a court 
consisting of 1 Canadian and 4 British officers. 
Ct^LTgQ • Doing oencernod in tho ill-treatment of 4 Po‘'S. 
Verdict: Not guilty. 

442) Trial of Y//0 Shichiro Tanaka, and W/0 Tooru Wakiyama of the Japanese 

J • ^rmy. 

Date d Place of Trial: 2 - 11 Juno 1947 at Kuala Lumpur, 

Charge: Ill-treatment of 9 civilian rosidonts of Kuala 

Trongganu. 

Ve rdict: Guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 6 years, 1, 

" "4 ", 1 . 

Confirnod. 

443) Trial of Ship's Master Shiro Otsu ani Sgt.Moj.Eiji Yoshinari, 

J. of tho Japanooe forces. 

Date 4 Placo of Trial: 4-11 Juno 1947 at Singaporo, 


Charge: 


Verdict: 


Sentence: 


Doing concerned in tho ill-treatmont of a draft of 
Allied BoWs. resulting in tho doath of 27 and 
physical suffering to many others. 

Not guilty, 1. 

Guilty, but with exceptions, 1, 

Inprisennont for 1 year. 

Confirmed. 


444) Trial of S/kaj. Sueyoshi Uoda and 3 others >jf tho Jap rone so army. 

J. Date i£ Place of Trial: 13 - 18 Juno 1947 at Singaporo, boforo a 
court consisting of ono officer of tho R.N.E.I.A., 
anl 2 British officers. 

Charga: Ill-treatment of British, Amurioan and Dutch PoWs 

intornod in Kanburi Kompoi Tai Hoaiquartors. 

Vordict: All guilty v/ith exceptions. 

• Sontancos: Imprisonment for 7 yoars, 1, 

" " 5 " 1, 

» "4 " 1, 

" " 1 " 1 , 

Confirnod. 
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445) 

J. 


Trial of W/0 Katsumi Hata aud 6 othors of the Japanese Anny# 

Date A Place of Trial: 19th - 2Cth June 1947 at Singapore, before a 
court consisting of 1 R.N. I.E.A. officer and 2 British 
officers. 

Being concerned in the ill-treatment of British, 
American, Dutch PoWs and Chinese suspects interned in 
the Bangkok Military Prison. 

All found guilty, some with exceptions. 

Imprisonment for 4 years, 2, 


Charge: 


Verdiot: 
Sentences: 


Confirmed. 


" 2 " 2 , 

" 1 " 1 , 
" 9 months, 1 , 

" 6 months, 1 . 


446) Trial of Shigeru Katsurayama, alias Kooi San of the Japanese Army. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 30th June - 4th July 1947 at Kuala Lumpur, 
before a court consisting of 2 British and 1 Indian 
officers. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of 7 civilian inhabitants of Malaya, 

resulting in physical suffering. 

Verdict! Guilty, with an exception. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 4 years. 

Confirmed. 


447) Trial of Sgt. Michisuko Soki of the Japanese Amy. 

J. Date A Place of Trial: 8 - 10 th July 1947 at Kuala Lumpur. 

Charge: Being concerned in the ill-treatment of civilian 

residents of Malaya, resulting in physical suffering. 
(2 ohargos). 

Verdiot:. .. Guilty of one charge only. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 18 months. 

Confirmod, 


448) Trial of Willi Schmidt and 6 othors, German nationals. 

Date A Place of Trial: L - 12 April 1946 at Hamburg, before a court 
consisting of one Polish and 2 British offioers. 

Charge: Being conoemod in the killing of a Polish national* 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by judicial hanging, 3» 

Imprisonment for 15 years, 1, 

" " 12 " 1 , 

" " 10 " 1 , 

" " 5 " 1, 

Confirmed. 

449) Trial of Capt. Masakaru Uyano and Capt. Kanune Yamazoki of the 

j, Japanese Army. 

Date A Place of Trial: 18 - 24 April 1946 at Rangoon. 

Charge: Being concerned in brutality towards and ill-treatment 

of oortain American and British PoWs, resulting in the 
death of 5 persons and physical suffering to others. 
Verdict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 1. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmod ard executed. 

450) Trial of Erioh Willinski and 2 othors, German nationals, (a fourth 

person was also named, but will bo tried separately 
and was removed from the court before the opening of 
this trial.) 

Date A Place of Trial: 22nd - 30 th May 1947 at Hamburg before a 

court consisting of 1 Canadian and 4 British members. 
Charges:(l)(Against 3 accusod) being ooncornod in the killing of 4 
Canadian and British prisoners of war. 

( 2 ) (Against 1 accusod) Being concerned in the ill-treatment 
of tho some four prisoners of war. 

Verdiot! Not Guilty, 1 . 

Guilty, 2. 

Sentences! Doath by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 20 years, 1. 











451) Trial of Helmut h von Ruchteschell, a German nat ional. 

Date & pface of Trial: 5th - 21st May 1)1+7 at Hamburg. 

■ Charge: (l) That in the North Atlantic on 10th July 1940, when 
commanding tho German armod raider "Schiff 21", 
having'attacked tho British merchant ship "Davisian" 
and having during the attack signalled to the said 
ship that aho must not use her radio, in violation 
cf tho laws and uaagos of war, continued to lire at 
the said ship after sho had signalled in reply that 
she would not use her radio, the said ship having at 
no time returned the raider's fire. 

(2) That in the North Atlantic on 14th August lhAO. whan 
commanding the German armed raider "Schiff 21" having 
engaged and sunk the Norwegian merchant ship 
"Beaulieu" in violation of the laws and usages of war, 
mado no provisions for tho safety of tho survivors of 
the crew of tho said ship "Beauliou". 

( 5 ) ...That on the 21st August 1940 ...having engaged the 
British merchant 3hip "Anglo Saxon" ... fired at 
members of tho crew of tho said ship who were on life 
rafts. 

( 4 ) ...That on the 21st August 1940 ... having engaged the 
British Merchant ship "Anglo Saxon" ... made no pro¬ 
visions for tho sufoty of the survivors of the crew 

• of tho said ship* . 

(5) ...That on tho 12th September 1942,...having engaged 
tho British merchant ship "Empire Dawn"...continued to 
fire at tho said ship after her captain had signalled 
that tho said ship was being abandoned. 

Verdict: Not guilty cf charges 3 and 5, But guilty of charges 

1, 2 and 4* 

Sentenoe: Imprisonment for 10 years. 












IV, United States Cases, 






258) Trial of Yoshio Ogimoto, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 3rd - 1 1th April 1947 a t Yokohama, 


Charge: 


Verdict: 
Snntonce: 


That at a PoW camp at Hiroshima, tho aocusod, thon a 
civilian guard, did violate tho laws and customs of 
war. 

Guilty. 

Imprisonment for 5 years with hard labour. 


259) Trial of Masafumi Sugi, a Japanoso national, 

J. Data & Place of Trie!.: 27th March - A-th April 1947 at Yokohama, 
Charge: Abusing, mistreating, beating aid. contributing to 

deaths, and affixing records, 

Vordiot: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for AO years with hard labour, 

260) Trial of Mas as hi Sato and 2 others, Japanese nationals. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 24th March - 10th April 1947 at Yokohama* 
Charge: Beating and mistreating numerous Poffs, resulting in 

the deaths of 2 Americans. 

Vordiot: Guilty, 3« 

Sontoncos: Imprisonment for 20 yoars, with hard labour, 1, 

11 11 2Q w w »» ti 
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261) Trial of Toshinori Asaka aid 4 others, Japanese nationals. 


J. 


Date & Place of Trial: 30th Ootobor 1946 - 21st March 1947 at 
Yokohama, 

Charge: That they wilfully, and unlawfully beat, mistreated 

and torturod numerous American and Allied PoWs, 
in some casos the treatment received by the prisoners 
resulting in thoir deaths. 

Vordiot: Guilty, 4, 

One person severed from tho oase - inscano* 

Sentences: Inprisonraont for 15 yoars with hard labour, 1, 


" 12 
" 10 
" 1 


1* 

1. 




262) Trial of Kosaku Hazama, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 3rd February - 19th March 194-7 at Yokohama, 


Charge* 


Verdiot: 
Sentence: 


Failuro to provide rations, quarters, clothing, 
shelter, heat and medicine, medical oaro and attention, 
contributing to deaths of numerous P 0 W 3 , beating, 
torture and mistroatmont, misappropriation of Red Cross 
supplios. 

Guilty. 

Inprisonraont for 15 years with hard labour. 


263) Trial of Tsunesulce ■‘■suda, a Japanoso national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial : 13 th March - 1st April 1947 at Yokohama:, 

Charge: Misappropriation of Red Cross supplies, mistreatment, 

abuse and beating of prisoners of war. 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for AO years with hard, labour, 

264 ) Trial of Minoru Fujimoto and 5 othoru, Japanoso nationals. 

J. Date & Place of Tried: 3rd March - 16th April 1947 at Yokohama, 

Oharge: Boatings, abuses, torturo, of American and Dutch PoWs. 

Vordiot: All found guilty. 

Sontoncos: Imprisonment for 23 years with hard labour, 1. 
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265 ) Trial of Takeshi Hashinoto, n Japanose national. 

J. Date A Plaoo of Trial: 5 March - 10 April 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge! Murder, collective punishment, boating, abuso and 

mistreatment of Prisoners jf war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontenco: Imprisonment for 8 years with hard labour. 

266) Trial of Satoshi uio, a Jupunoso national. 

J. Date A Place of Trial.: 19th December 1946 at Manila, P. I. 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture, other assaults and mi3 

treatments of Chinese and Filipino civilian* nt or 
near Dumoguetu, P.I. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by shooting. 

267 ) Trial of Hisamitsu Imamura and 5 othors, Japanose nationals. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 20th March 1947 at Manila, I. 

Charge: Assault and mistreatment of Filipino civilians in 

the Philippine Islands, 

VordioL; Ono person doclarod insane. 

Guilty, 5, 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 10 years with hard labour, 9. 

268) Trial of Hiroshi Ishiguro and 2 others, Japanose nationals. 

J. Dato A Pp^ice of Trinl: 14th March 1947 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Murdor, tortura and mistreatment of Filipino 

civilians at Mindanao, P.I. 

Vordict: Not guilty, 2. 

Guil ':y, 1. 

Sentence: D 0 ath by hanging. 

269 ) Trial of Toneo Shirakura and Osanu Jatanabe, Japanese nationals. 
J. Date & Place of Triad: 29th March 1947 &t Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Murder of 5'ilipino civilians in the P.I. 

Verdict: Both found guilty. 

Sontoncos: Death by hanging, 2. 

270) Trial of C’ninsaku Yuki, a Japanese national* 

J. Date A Place of Trial: 21st March 1947 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Torturo find murdor of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life with hard labour. 

271) Trial of Monoichi Moriyama, a Japanese national. 

J. Dato A Place of Trial: 29th April, 1947 at Yokohama. 

Chargo: That as a civilian foroman of a foment company 

employing PoWs hold captive by the armed forcos of 
Japan, ho ;lid violato the laws and customs of vwar. 
Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 12 yoars with hard labour. 

272) Trial of Mokuto K'unura, a Japanose national. 

J. Data A Plaoo of trinl: 29-3° April 1947 at Yokohama. 

Chargo: Tp^t he wilfully and unlawfully mistrouted numerous 

American prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for ono year with hard labour 

273) Trial of Yosliio Suet , a Jup jnoso national. 

J. Dato A place of Trial: 23 - 30 April 1947 at Yokohama. 

Chargo: That ho did abuse and mistroat and pormit persons 

to a1.’.v3o .'ini mistroat numerous American and Alliod 
prisoners of v/ar. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontoncu: Imprisonment for 7 years with hard labour. 
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274) Trial of Mnsatoshi Suwaraura, Japans so national* 

j. Date <Sfe Placo of Trial: 14-29 April 1947 at Yokohama* 

Charge* Mistreatment, boating, torturo, forcing sick men to 
work, the victims being American PoWs. 

Vcrdiotl Guilty. 

Sentence: Inprisonmont for 30 years with hard labour* 

275) Trial of Masao Uwamori, a Japanoso national. 

J, Date & Place 01 Trial: 14 - 28th April 1947 at Yokohama* 

Ohargc: Boatings, abuse, mars punishment, torturo of 

Amerioan FoWs. 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 voaro with hard labour* 

276 ) Trial of Yukinaga Kiiaura,a Japanese national. 

J. Date & place of Trial:17 - 18 April 1947 at Yokohama* 

Charge: Boatings, deprivation of food and other abuses of 

prisoners of war. 

' Verdlot: Guilty* 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 7 years with hard labour* 

277) Trial of Tadaahi Sato, a Japanoso national. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 21 - 23 April 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge: Mistreatment, torture, abuse, and neglect of American 

and Dutch prisonorc of war. 

Verdiot:- Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 7 years with hard labour* 

278) Trial of Toshichi Takagi, a Japanese national. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 23rd April 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge: Boating, abusing, contributing to insanity and death 

of American prisoners of war. 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

279) Trial of Ryugo Kanotsuna and Junji Mono, Japanoso nationals. 

J. Date & Placo of Trial: 2-14 April 1947 at Yokohama* 

Charge: Beating, abuse, torture and contributing to the 

death, of American, Australian, British and Italian 

prisoners of war. 

♦ Verdiot: Guilty, 2. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 9 years with hard labour, 1. 

n '» g n n 11 w 1 , 

280) Trial of Hajimo Honda, a Japanese national. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 12 - 14 May 1947 at Yokohama* 

Charge: That v*ion a civilian guard at a PcW camp, he violated 

the laws and customs of war by mistreating and abusing 
American and Alliod I’oWs and in one case contributed 
to tto death of a prisoner. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by harming. 

281) Trial of SeicldL Naganuma and 4 others, Jajjaneso nationals* 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 15 April - 13 May 1947 at Yokohama* 

Charge: Boating and raistroatmorxt of numerous American and 

Alliod prisoners of war. 

Verdiot: Ail found guilty . 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 25 years with hard labour, 1* 
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282) Trial of Bunuchl L .iiu, - Japanese national. 

J. D a to % FI 1 no of Trial i 24 . ~.-19 April 194-7 at Yokohama. 

Charge: ^h't ho wilftljy and unlawfully boat, mistroatod and 

abused numerous American and Allied P 0 W 0 . 

Vordict: Gui.> fcy. 

Sontonco: Imprisonment for 6 years with laird labour. 

283 ) Trial of Sholiai Ikocla, a Japanese national. 

J. Date a. Place of Trial: May - l6;h M.iy 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge: IDLstroatuu nt, abuse and torture of nuraoxoua Aiaurican 

and Alliod Porta at a port onmp. 

Verdict; Guilt.v. 

Sontonco: Imprisonment for 15 years with hard labour. 

284) Trial of Ryuua Hir.uio and Sndao S>d:anc, Japanese nationals. 

J. Dato (ic place of Trial: 1-9 j^nrch 1947 at Yokohama. 

Chargo: Torture and miotrou.ti.iont of numerous African and 

Allied prisoners of War. * : • 

Vordict: Both found guilty-. 

Sentences: Inprisemiant for 7 years with hard labour, 2. 

# 

285) Trial of Sab’ro Muteumuro, a Ja; -yxico national. 

J. ..to & P’laco of Trial: 1 - 9 May 1947 at Yokohama. 

Chargo: Boating, mistreating and abusing prisoners of war, 

fai u'j to 'Us itargo If... duty as Camp Coranander, 
ponnitt lng porrc.nnol under h& command to oommit cruel 
and brui'YL aotc. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imp.’.'.'..ioniuent for 20 ye*\rs with hard labour. 

286) Trial of Mi*ci Taro-1 tw-ni i..:. I;u' .kiohi Nhkayam, Japanoso nationals. 
J. Date & Piaue oi Ti-vul: loth liny 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge: Boatin' . rise; \k. dug and misappropriating Red Cross 

buopltc , r. fu.-iinf availablo nodical supplies and 
attention, and bui-iing Ports. 

Vordict: Buta guilt;. 

Sentences 1 Imprisonment for 4 years with hard labour. 

11 11 j ■ 11 11 » it 

287) Trial of Tsugio. Nishiuo., a Jai .rwso national* 

J Dato & Place of Trial: 9-7 &oy 1947 at Yokohama. 

‘ Chargo i Beating, al-iisin; and torturing Prisoners of v/ar. 
Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence.': Inpriamount for 9 yc^rs vdth hard labour. 

268) Trial of Tatsuo Ando, ft d-vann-ao r ational. 

J. Date & Plana of Tidal: 8 - 9 Mav 1947 at Yukohanu. 

Charge: Boating and other nLusos of prisoners of war. 

Vordict: Guilt/. 

Sontonco: Imprison:aunt for 9 years with hard labour. ... 

289 ) Trial of Junsaburc Toahinc urPL u others, Japanese nationals. 

J. I' to & Plnon of Trie! : 20 March - 9 May 1947 at Yokohama. 

Chargo: Murder, nogloct, abuso, torture and gross mistroatraant 

of Aue "icon PqV/s. 

Vordict: Not guilty, 3» 

Guilty, 6. 

Sentences. Douth. ry hiuijur , 2, 

Imp’::.".)a. oat for life, with hard labour, 1, 

" 25 wars, with’ hard labour, 1, 

11 r , 0 11 ii 11 n f 
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290) Trial of Hidoo Yaoutako, a Japanoso national. 

J. Data & Piaco of Trial: 2.3 - 29 April 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge; Boating, abuse, torture, contributing to the doath 
of American and Dutch prisoners of mr, 

Vordiot; Guilty. 

Sontenco; Imprisonment for 12 yours with hard labour. 

291) Trial of Hiroiohi Uno, a Japanoso national. 

J, Date & Flaco of Trial: 29 April - 7 May 1947 at Yokohama# 

Charge! beatinr, mistreating and otherwise abusing Po^s. 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Icpri a. racist for 10 ,yaaj.o with hard labour# 

292) Trial of Yoshio Nakanishi, a Japanese national# 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 12 - 16 Mcy 1947 at Yokohama# 

Charge: Beating, abusing and torturing prisoners of war# 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 15 years with hard labour. 

293) Trial of Ryoichi Higa3higouohi, a Japanese national# 

O J, Date * Place of Trial: 29 May - 4 June 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge! Abuse, beating and mistreatment of numerous 

American and Allied prisoners of war# 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Soateuoo. lupiiaonuont for 25 yours with hard labour# 

294) Trial of Seitaro Hata and 4 others, Japanese nationals# 

J. Date <& Place of Trial: 1-23 May 1947 at Yokohama# 

Charge: Misappropriation of Red Cross supplies,failure to 

provide adequate medical attention, mistreatment, 

beating and possible responsibility far deaths of p«Va# 
Verdiot: One accused withdrawn from the case# 

Pour found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 25 years with hard labour, J# 

» " 20 " " " " 1 , 
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295) Trial of Yonoo Murakami, a Japanoso national. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 2-3 Juno 1947 at Yokohama# 

• -fe Charge: Mistreatment, abuse, and boating of ?oWs# 

Verdiot: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 yoors with hard labour# 

296) Trial of Matsuzo Muni, a Japanoso national# 

J Date & Place of Trial: 28 May - 2 Juno 1947 at Yokohama# 

Charge: Mistreatment, torture and abuso of PoWs and 

misappropriation of Rod Cross supplies# 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sontenoe: Imprisonment for 6 yours with \ard labour# 

297) Trial of Saohio Egawa and 3 others, Japanese nationals, 

J 9 Date & Place of Trial: 23 March - 2 Juno 1947 at Yokohama# 

Charge: Boating, abuse, causing disability and doath to 

prisoners of war# 

Verdiot: All guilty. 

Sentences: Doath bytanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for life, 2, 

" " 20 yoarB, 1. 

298) Trial of Gisaburo Moriyama, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 20 May - 4 June 1947 at Yokohama, 

Charge: Beating, abusing, torturing and contributing to the 

loathe of prisoners of war, 

Verdiot: Guilty# 

Sentelico: Imprisonment for 15 yours with hard labour# 


w! k 
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299) Trial of Tosliitoko Kojyo (Kojiro) a Japanese national, 

J. Data oe place of Trial: 5th - 28t.h March 1%7 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Wilfully and unlawfully pormittod nambors of the 

Japanese army, then under his conmanl aril did 
pc'vrticipato in t!io killing of an unarmed non-combatant 
Filipino civilian. 

Vordiot: N 0 t guilty, 

300) Trial of Akira Tokeshita, a Japanese naticni, 

J. Date A Place of Trial: Ath - l 6 th Octobor 1946 at Manila, p»I* 

Char go: Murder, cruelty ant torturo, othor assaults and mis¬ 
treat nont? of civilians in the Philippine Islands, 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 25 years with hard labour, 

Confirmed, 

301) Trial of Kinsaku Obayashi find A others, Japanese nationals, 

J. Date St place of Trial: 24th March 1947 at Manila, P.I, 

Charge: Murder and attempted murdor of Filipino civilians. 

Verdict: 1 dismissed without prejudice by prosecutor. Not 

yet apprehended. 

Guilty, 4» 

Sentence.: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for life, with hand labour,3, 

Death sentence commuted to life imprisonment. 

Two life sontoncoo oommutod to imprisonment for 
10 years. One lifo sontonco confirmed. 

302) Trial of Totsuo Kobayashi, a Japanese national, 

J, 13 ate 3t Place of Trial: 14 October 1946 - 2 April 1947 at Yokohama, 

Charge: That when a probationary officer in the Medical Dept. 

of the Japanese array, he wilfully one unlawfully refused 
and failed to furnish adequate and available modicine, 
medical treatment orxl hospitalization, contributing to 
the do at tin of one or more Poffs .and that ho converted 
.to his own use Red Cross and other supplies intended 
for the use an-l benefit of Allied I'oWs, 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sontence: Imprisonment for 20 yoars with hard labour, 

303 ) Trial of Yasuhiko Kirroiwa and Yagohoiji Iwata, Japanese nationals, 

J. b a to & Place of- Trial: 31 March - 3 April 1947 at Yokohama, 

Charge: Beating, aluse and mistreatment of prisoners of war, 

Vqi diet: One accusod sovorod from the caso on motion by the 

prosecutor. 

The otfior, Iwr.ta, found .guilty, 

Soncenco: Imprisonment. for 12 years with hard labour, 

304) Trial of Isamu Ishihara, a Japanese national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 5 th April, 1946 at Shanghai, 

Charge: That he committed cruol, inhuman and brutal atrocities 

against American Prisonors of War, (7 charges). 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: imprisonment for lifo with h;ird labour. 

Confirmed, 

305) Trial of Tom Miki, a Japanese national, 

J. Date A place d' Trial: 19th April 1946 at Shanghai, 

Charge: Will'ully and ujiI wvfully committing enrol, inhuman 

and 1 r .tal atrocities and othor ol'fonceo against 
certain i'merxean Prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 25 yoars with hard labour. 
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JJOo) Trial of katsukichi Mnta and Sadarau T a koda, Japanese nationals* 
J. Date A Place of Trial: 15 - 25 April 1947 at Yokohama# 


Charge: 


Verdict: 
Sentences; 


Beating and mistreatment of numerous American and 
Alliod PoWs, in one case being connected with the 
death of two prisoners# 

Guilty, 2. 

Doath by.hanging, 2# 


307^ Trial of Nagayasu Kawabo, a Japanese national# 

J. T)ate * Place of Trial ».2&»Z7 May 1947 at Yokohama# 


Charge i 


Verdict: . 
Sentenoe: 


Wilfhlly, unlawfully converted to his own use Red 
Cross supplies, and permitted members of his Command 
to beat and abuse numerous American and Allied PoWs# 
Guilty# 

Imprisonment for 5 years with hartF'labour# 


303) Trial of Tetsuo- Mizuno and 7 others, Japanese nationals. 

J. Date & place of Trial: 2 April - 6 June 1947 at Yokohama# 

Charge? Abuse and mistreatment of numerous American awl 
*■ Allied poWs. 

Verdict: Guilty, 8 # 

Sentences^ Imprisonmont for 40 years with hard labour* 3» 

u 11 30 11 , ft. . i * 

' * tf . *» 20 *' 11 '* n H * • 

ti n iq « ii ?» if. 2 

t • ti ti rj ,ii »♦ v ii »i 

ii ii 3 ii ii \ ii ti 

309) Trial of Tatsuro Fajita and 4- othors, Japanese nationals. 

J. D a te A Place of Trial: 28 May - 6 June 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge? Killing of an American p 0 W. 

Vepdictj Guilty, 5# • 

Sonte'ncas! Imprisonment for 5 years with hard labour, 4, 

(I II J " " H II ^ 
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310) Trial of Kunizo Xatsuki, a Japanese national. 

J. Date A Place of Trial: -4-th Juno 1947 at Yokohama# 

Charge; • Beating, abusing, torture and gross mistreatment 
of British prisoners of war# 

Verdict: Guilty. 11 

, Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years with hard labour# 

311) Trial of Yokio Ogo and 9 othors, Japanese nationals. 

J. Date A Place of Tidal: 26th February 1947 at Manila, P.I. 

Charge: Murder, cruelty and torture of Filipino civilians# 

Vordiot? 6 accused dismissed, without predudice, by the 
Prosecution# . 

4 - found guilty. 

Sentences; Death by hanging, 1, 

Inprisonmont for life with hard labour, 1, 

, " " 50 years, with hard labour, 1 , 

‘ ■ '• " 30 years, " " ' " 1 # 

' - * I 

312) Trial of Seijiro Yamamoto and 3 othors, Japanoso nationals. 

J. Date A Place of Trial: 9-19 June 1947 at Yokohama# 


Charge: 

Verdict: 


Sentences,: 


Violations of the laws and customs of war. 
One accused sdvorod from tho caso. 

One found not guilty. • 

Two found guilty. 

Imprisonmont for 2 years with hard labour, 1, 
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313) Trial of Shichi3aburo Yajima, a Japanese nationol. 

J. Data & Place of Trial; 9-24 June 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge; Mistreatment, abuse, decapitation and command. 

responsibility. 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sontenooi Imprisonment for lifo with hard labour* 

• .. , ? i ft ‘ 

314) Trial of Katsunosuke Watiyiabo, a Japanese national. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 17-24 Juno 1347 at Yokohama. 


Charge: 


Verdict: 

Sentence: 


Refusing medical aid to, abusiie# boating and mis¬ 
treating p 0 Vs, in sono oasos contributing to their 
deaths. Failure to lustrain numbers uf tu.s uonmuoi 
and permitting them to commit oruel and inhuman aota. 
Guilty, ' 

Irprisonnont for 12 yoars with hard labour. 


j ■ 




315) Trial of Fukujiro Akiyama, a Japanese national* 

J, Dato & Place of Trial: 19 - 23 Juno 1947 at Yokohama* 

Charge: t Torture, beating and abusing PoWs* . . 

Verdict: « Guilty. >u■ 

Sentonoe: t Imprisonment for 2 yoars with hard lab6ur, 

I - 

316) Trial of Takaji Ryu and Kazuo Tanaka, Japanese nationals, 

J. Dato & Place of Trial: 16 - 19 Juno 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge: Boating, abusing, torturing Prisoners of war. 

Vordiot: -Guilty, 

Sentences: -Imprisonment for 7 yoars, with hard labour,.1, 

ft II 2 M 11 M n 


317) 

J. 


318) 

J. 


Trial of Kiyos hi': Obayashi ani Masqo Nakanishi, Japanese nationals. 
Date & Place of Trial; 24 - 25 June 1947 at Yokohama* : 
Charge: No information available* 

Verdict: Both guilty. 

Sentences: Iraprispnmpnt for 25 years with hard labour, 1, 

i. M M 1 H U 1« 

r. .. ’j , • 

Trial of Sotouemon Hosoi and*3 others,' Japanese nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial; 9-24 Juno 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge: N 0 t shewn on the material available, ; 

Vordiot: All .found guilty. 

Sentences-: Imprisonment for 15 years with hard labour*' 
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319) T r ial of Yoshio Kurihara, a Japanaso national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 16 - 17 Juno 1947 at Yokohama* 

Charge: Boating, abusing and torturing of Dutch PoV/s. 

Verdict: Guilty. ( 

Sentence: Inprisonnont for 10 years with hard labour. 

320) Trial of Masataka Kaburagi and 17 others, ... j,' 

Date & Place of Trial; 20th Fobruary 1946 at Shanghai. 

Wilfully and unlawfully comaitting oruel, inhuman 
and brutal atrocities against certain Amoricon Po Jo. 
Not guilty, 1. 

Guilty of all or parts of the charge, 17. 


Charge; 

Verdict: 

%" 1 

Sentences: 


Death, 

Imprisonment for lifo, 

" " 20 years. 


If 

•II 


15 

12 

3 

2 


5, 

1, 

1, 

3, 

3, 

2 , 

1, 


Confirmed. 


18 months, 1. 
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321) Trial of Shoji Onodera and Sokichi Sane, Japanese nationals* 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 19 June - 7 July 1947 at Yokohama* / 

Charge? Boating abuse, mistreatment and torture of numerous 
American, British, Canadian and Dutch Pc)^s* 

Verdict: Both guilty. . , 

Sontonce: Iraprisonmant for 5 years with hard labour, 1, ' 

’" ‘ 11 »• 2 ,f ” 11 N j 1 # 

322) Trial of Hiroyuki. Morita, a Japanese national. 

J . Date & placo of Trial 1 ^0- June - ? July 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge Abuse, rr is treatment and boating of Australian PoWs, 

Verdict: Guilty* V 

Sentence: .Imprison nont for 15 years with hard labour* 

« .• iv. L'-d: 

323) Trial of N 0 buhiro Miyakawa, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 1-7 July 194-7 at Yokohana* 

Charges Mlstredanent, torture, abuse and beating of American 
and .Brit ish FqWb. .. , 

Verdict: . .Guilty*. - V 

Sentence! Imprisonment for 22 years with hard labour* 

.. j. 

324) Trial of Toizo Mimupa, .a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 25 Juno - 3 July 194-7 at Yokohama. . 
Charge! .. Boating, abuse and misappropriation of RodCross 
applies for Prisoners of wtur. 

Verdict: Guilty, ‘ 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years with hard labour* 

325) Trial of Aiijaku Guyonaga and Soiichiro Yoshitsugu, Japanese 

J* nationals* .i‘ 1 . f ' 

Date & place of Trial: 23 Juno - 9 July-194-7 at Yokohama* 

Charge: No information available on the suianary received. 

Verdict 1 Both found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 8 years vith hard lhbour, 1, 

11 ", 4 " » <» ", 1* 

326) Trial of Wataru Hasogawa, a Japanese national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 30 Juno - 2 July-1947 at Yokohama* 

Charge: Boating, abusing and torturing PoWb. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontonce: Imprisonment for 14 years with hard labour* 

327) Trial of KinsaTnxro Miisuraa and. 3 others, Japanoso nationals* 

J* Date & plaoo of Trial: 14 - 23 May 1947 at Yokohana, 

Charge: Abuso and mistreatment of numerous American and 

Allied F 0 W 3 . 

Verdiot: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment, for 8 yoars with hard labour, 2* 

n ”5 " " " ", 2* 

328) Trial of Juso Yamanioto, a Japanese national. 

J* Dato & Place of Trial: 21-27 May 1947 at Yokohama, 

Chfergo: Abuse of numerous American and Alliod PoWa* 

Verdiot: Guilty.. ( 

Sontonce: Imprisonment for 20 years with-hard labour* 

329) Trial of Motoo Namba, a Japanese.national. 

J. Date & Plaoo of Trial: ljjth May 1947 at Yokohama* 

Charge: Beating, depriving imprisoned PoWs of sufficient food 

clothing, failuro to control members of his 
command, permitting them to commit cruel and brutal 
acts, to beat, torturo and mistreat. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 25 years with hard labour* 
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330) Trial of Masao Hachiya and 6 others, Jananoso nationals. 

j. Dato tils riaoo of Trial: 12 - 19 May, 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge: Desecrating deceased tody of an American FoW 

Verdiot: Not guilty, 1. * 

Guilty, 6. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years, with hard labour, 1. 

" " '15 mtha, " * ■ ", 5. 

*' . o..(- • 

, 331} Tried of Itchisaku Kojina, a Japaneso national. 

J. Date a Place of Trial: 9 June - 17th July-194/ at Yokohama. 

Charge: Failure to provide adequate living conditions, food, 

* .* heat and other necossitioa for prisoners of war, 

* • * causing the death of aovoral priouflurB. 

Misappropriation and conversion to his own use of 
Rod Cross parcels. 

•• Verdict: Not guilty* 

332) Tried -of Takanosuke Gunji, a Japanese national. 

J. 'Date & Place of Trial: 1 November 1946 at Yokohama. 

Charge: " Beating and mistreating 2 American ?oV/s. ,.. 

Vor^ict: Guilty* . 

Sentenoe: Imprisoimont for 3 years with hard labour.. 

333) Trial of Major Hidesaku Furuki, of the Japanese army. ( 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 1 Maroh 1947 at Marianas. ,l 

Chargo: Murder of Native inhabitants of Marshall Islands. 

Verdiot: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life. 

• . 

334) Trial of Justus Gerstonborg, a Gorman national. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 17 - 21 January 1946 at Ludwigsburg. 

Charge,: That he wilfully, deliberately and wrongfully 

killed an unknown member of the U.S.army who was 
then an unarmed,surrendered PoW in the custody of 
the then German Reich, by shooting hinu 

Verdict: Guilty. V 

Sentence: D oa th by hanging. * 

•' Confirmed. 

t, 1 

335) Trial of, Carl Feix (also known as Karl Feix) and 2 othors, all 

Goman nationals. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 4iih O.ctobor 1946 at Dachau. 

Charge*. T hat t thoy wrongfully encouraged, aided, abottod anc 

participated in committing an assault upon an unkno.Yn 
member of the U.S.Amy who was then an unarmed, 
surrendered PoW. 

Verdict: All. found guilty. j 

Sentoncop: Imprisonment for ono year, 3« 

336) Trial of Reinhard I,Slier and Gustav Engelhardt, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 28 - 30 August 1946 at Dachau. 

Charge* That they wilfully, deliberately and wrongfully, 

. encouraged, aidod, abottod anl participated in the 
• killing of a member of the U. S.AJXW vfao was then an 
unarmed, surrendered Foil?. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentoncoa: Doath’by hanging, 2. /• 

• - r 

337) Trial of Erwin Wilhelm Konrad Schienkiovdta, a German national. 

Date & place of ’ Trial: 13 February 1947 at Dachau. . 

Charge:(l) T^at ho wilfully, deliberately and wrongfully, oncou- 
ragod, aidod, abottod and participated in the killing 
of two unknown monitors of tho U. S. Army who woro then 
surrendered and unarmed FoWs. 

(2) Being a member of an organisation doclarod criminal by 
tho International Military Tribunal at Nuremberg, i.o, 
tho S.S., with tho knowledge that tho organisation was 
being usod for criminal acts, and being personally 
implicated in tho commission of such criminal acta. 
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337) Verdiot: Guilty of Charge 1, 

((loot.) Nolle Prosequi,charge 2* 

SontencoJ Imprisonment for lifo. 

338) Trial of Goorg Ostonriodor (also known as Georg Osterriodor), a 

Gorman national* 

Dato & Place of Trial: 9th September 1946 at Dachau before an 
Intormodiato Military Governmont Court. 

Charge: That ho wrongfully conmittod an assault upon a 

mem bo r of tho U. S. Army v.ho was then an unarmed 
surrendered PoW, by hitting him in tho fao* with a 
pistol and with hi3 fist* 

Vordict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for two yoars. 

339) Trial of Ernst Arsberger and 7 others, Gorman nationals* 

Date eft Place of Trial: 10 - 21 Octobor 1946 at Dachau, before an 
Intormodiato Military Govornmont Court* 

Charge:( 1) That in pursuance of a common design to oommit the 
• > acts hereinafter alleged and as individuals aiding 

the operation of tlie Dachau Concentration Camp and 

camps subsidiary thereto, they did, at, or in tho 
vicinity of Dachau and Landpborg, Germany, betwoon 
about 1 Jan* 1942 and about- 29 April 194-5, wilfully, 
deliberately andvrongfully participate in the subjec¬ 
tion of civilian nationals' of nations thon at war 
vdth tho then German Reich to crueltios and mis¬ 
treatments, the exact nanjoa and numbers of such 
civilian nationals being unknown, but aggregating many 
thousands who wore t’non ^nd there in tho custody of th 
then German Reich in exercise of belligerent control* 

(2) That they did wilfully, deliberately and wrong¬ 

fully participate in the subjection df membors of- the 
armod forcop nations then at war with; the then 
Goman :Roich, who 1 wobo thon and thore surrendered and 
unarmed FoWs in the custody of tha thon Gorman Reich 
. to'crudities and mistreatment, tho exact names aivi 

numbors of such-PoWs being unknown but aggrogating 
many .hundreds* *• • 

Verdiot: Not guilty, 1. . v 

' . Guilty of* both charges, 7* 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 5 yoars, 1, 

. > " 44 " 1, -J- 

V ‘ ... ■ ,r ■ r " 4." " l, 

' ■. " " .3 " 4* . •. 

• ' ‘ v ' . " . -• 

340) Trial of Carl Krauch "and 22 others. (Subsequent Proceedings Case Nd*6) 

I.G.Parbon Industrie 4/G. 

Date & Place of Trial: The trial commenood on the 27th August 1947 
at Nuremberg. 

Charges; Count Qno: Plana, preparations, initiation of invasions, 
and initiation and waging of aggressive wars. 

Count Two i FliUiloj. and opuliation* 

Count Throe: Slavery--and mass murder* 

341) Trial of Wilhelm list and-11 others. (Subsequent Proceedings Cose No*7) 

• Goman Generals, - -a • ■' 

Dato & placo jf Trial: The trial ounmonced on 8th July 1947 at 
Nuremberg* 

Charge: Committing war crimes and crimes against humanity, 

including murdor, ill-treatment and doportation to slave 
v labour of PoWs and other members of tho armed forcos of 
nations at war with Germany and of civilian populations 
of territories occuplod by tho Goman armed forces, 

. plur-ior of public and privato proporty, wanton destruc¬ 
tion of cities, towns and villages, and other atrocities 
and offoncos against civilian populations. 


il t 
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342 ) Trial of Ulrich G-roifolt and 13 others, (Subsequent Proceedings 

Case No. 8 ). RXFDS (Reichs Coxxdssariat for tho 
strengthening of Germanism.) 

Date & Place of Trial; Tho trial will bo hold at Nuremberg. 

Indictment only has boon received* 

Charge; Crimes against humanity and war crimes as defined in 
Control Council Law No.10, including murders, 
brutalities, cruelties, tortures, atrocities, deporta¬ 
tion, enslavement, plundord* property, persecutions 
and other inhumane acts. Till oxoept one are further 
chargod with member chip in a Criminal Organisation* 

343) Trial of Otto Ohlondorf and 23 others. (Subsequent Proceedings Case 

No. 9) "Einsatagruppon": Special task forces (SS., 

SD,, Gestapo, and Police units)* 

Data & Place of Trial; The trial will be hold at Nuremberg. 

Charge: Crimes against Humanity and War Crimes... including 

murder of more than ono million porsons, tortures, 
atrocities and other inhumane aot3, f?nd also 
membership in criminal organisations* 

V 

344) Trial of Alfriod'Krupp von'Bohlen und Halbach, Owner and Directing 

Head, and 11 others, Officials of tho Krupp Firm anrl 
' Family Entorprise. (Subsequent Proceedings Oaso No*10) 

Date & place of Trial: The trial will be hold at Nuremberg. 

Only the Indictment has boon roceivod so far. 

Charge; Crimes against Poaco, ‘War Crimes and Crimes against 

Humanity, and that they participated in a oooron plan 
and Conspiracy to oomait crimes against poaco, all as 
defined in Control Council Law No.10... including 
planning, preparing, initiating and waging wars of 
aggression and invasions of othor countries, a 3 a 
result of which incaloulablo destruction was wrought 
throughout tho world, millions of people wore killod, 
arid many millions more sufforod ani xo still suffering; 
deportation to slave labour of members of tho civilian 
population of tho invaded oountrioa find, tho orslavemont, 
mistreatment, torture and murder of millions of persona, 
including German nationals as well as foreign nationals; 
plunder and spoliation of public and private proporty in 
the invaded countries pursuant to deliberate plans and 
policies intondod not only to strengthen Germany in 
launching its invasions and waging its agj;rossiTO ware 
and to secure tho permanent domination by Germany of tho 
continent of Europe, but also to expand tho private 
empire of the defendants; and othor grave crimes as sot 
forth in the Indictment* . 

345) Trial of Giannantonio Licata, an Italian national* 

Date & Flaco of Trial: 26 - 28 Mcy 1947 at Loghorn, Italy. 

Charge; That Ho killod a mombor of the military forces b f tho 
•United States* 

Verdict 5 Not Guilty. 

346) Trial of Ernst Muellor, a German national. 

Date & Place of’Trial: 19th March 1946 at Ludwigsburg. 

Charge: Wilfdlly, deliberately and wrongfully ongouroging, aiding, 

abetting and participating' in tho killing of a mombor of 
tho U. S. Amy, thon an unarmed, surrendered PoW, by 
shooting him with a gun. 

Vordict; Guilty. 

Sontonco: Death by hanging. 
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347) Trial of Ludwig Schickort, a Gorman national# 

Dato & Place of Trial: 3rd January 1947 at Dachau before an 
Jntorraodiato Military Government Court# 

Charge; That ho wrongfully committed an assault upon a member 
of the U.S.Arny Air Force who was then an unarmed, 
surrendered PoW, by hitting him with his fists and 
by kicking him. 

Verdict: Guilty. : 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

343) Trial of Mitsuzo Inagaki, a Japanese national# 

J. ' Date & riaco of Triil: 23 July - 1 August 194/ at Yokohama. 
Charge: Boating, kicking, abusing, causing the death of 

American, British and Australian PoWs# ■ 

Vardict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 30 years with hard labour# 






352) Trial of Herman Noack and Karl Georg Pooss, German nationals. 

Date <4 Place of Trial: 29 July - r i August 194^ at Dachau, before 
on General Military Government Court. 

Charge: That they wilfully, deliberately and wrongfully 

encouraged, aided, aouttod and participated in tho 
killing of two unknown members of tho United States 
Arn\y who woro then unarmed surrendered PoWs. 
v erdiot: Guilty, 2. 

Sontoncoa: Noack, Doath by hanging. 

Boess, Imprisounont for 8 years. 

Confirmed. 


349) Trial of Hiroshi Azuma and 6 others, Japanese nationals* 

Ji ' Date & Piaco of Trial: 21 - 31 July 1947 at Yokohama# 

Charge: Kicking, boating, abusing, gross mistreatment and 

contributing to tho deaths of British and American 
prisoners of war# . . 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 14 years with hard labour, 1, 

(i fi y m »t »i i» - -: 

* ti n n H h it 2 f 

11 11 2 W 11 11 W 

• 11 11 t! i» 11 ti 11 J 

. , I-: • ' 

350) Trial of Kiyoshi Ogasawara and 2 others, Japanese nationals# 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 14 - 17 July 1947 at Yokohama. 


Charge: 
Verdict: 


Sentences: 


Beating, mistreating and abusing American and 
Australian prisoners of war. 

One aocusod was withdrawn from tho trial and 
tried 3oparato]y. 

Two found guilty. 

Imprisonment for 3 years with hard labour, 1. 
11 11 ^ 11 11 ti . 11 j 


351) Trial of Ido Turchi, an Italian national. 

• Date & Place of Trial: 3-5 Juno 1947 at Leghorn# 

Ctergo: That ho did wilfully, deliberately, feloniously, 

unlawfully and contrary to tho law of ’'dr, with 
premeditation, summarily kill a moraibor of tho U. S. 
Military Forces who had then, recently been captured 
and was a PoW, by striking him with a rifle butt 
and bayonetting him. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Doath by hanging. 









353) Trial of Anton Albishau.Hen and 2 others, German nationals* 

Date & Place of Trial: 25 th April 1946 at Ludwigsburg. 

Charge: That thoy wilfully, deliberately and wrongfully 

encouragod, aided, abettod and participated in tho 
killing of an unknown raombor of the U.S.Army who 
was then an unarmed, rurrondorod PoW. (2 charges, 
each against two accused only.,) 

Verdict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 2. 

Sontoncoa: Death by hanging, 1. 

' Inprisonmont" for life, 1. 

Doath 3 ontonco commuted to inpriaonmont for life. 

354) Trial of Karl Polus, a Goman nation,al. 

Date & Place of Trial: 13 Sdptanbor 1946 at Dachau 

Charge: That ho wrongfully committod an assault upon an 

unknown mombor of tho U. S,Airay, thon an unamod 
surrendered PoW in tho custody of tho then German 
Reich by striking him with hi 3 fist and kicking him 
with his feet. 

Verdiot! Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 18 months. 

Confirmed. 

« 1 • 1 1 

355) Trial of Friedrich baianaun and 3 oshors, Goman nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 5th. - 24-H• April 1.946 at Ludwigsburg. 

Charge: That thoy wrongfully, ; Wil£\J.ly awl deliberately 

aidod, abetted and participated in the killing of 
throe monber .3 of the U.S.Army, wlioso exact idontitios 
wore ur.kr.nwu, each ex'* wlior.i was thon unarmed and a 
surrender.! 1 PoW- 
’ Verdiot: Guilt/, 4« 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2» 

Imprisonment for life, 2, 

Both death aont;. ucq» • eoiarautud to .u.qprisonmcnt for 
life. 

356) Trial of Julius Bodonsfoln and Ldau:,.'. Kuorschnor, Goman nationals. 

" Date & Ppace of Trial’ 27 July - 1 July 1946 at Dachau. 

Charges: Wrongfully ‘committing an assault on a member of tho 

U. S. Army, a PuW, find wrongfully encouraging, aiding, 
abetting and participating in the killing of an 
unknown member of' the U. 3. Amy. 

Verdict: Both guilty. 

Sentences: Bodonstoiu, Lapfisoniacint for lifo. 

Kuorschnor, " 11 20 yoars. 

Confirmed. 

1 

357) Trial of Riohard Eck and WiJhojm Ruth, Goman nationals. 

Date & place of. Trial: 10 Qctebor 1916 at Dachau. 

Charge t Participali. r\ an assault upon an unknown mombor 
of the U. S„ JLxjy, a PoW. 

Verdict: Both guilty* 

Sentences: Iraprisonmorifa for IS months, 2. 

Sontenco against Eck disappro Aid. Eok discharged. 

358) Trial of Jakob Schwar::, a Gjrv ji national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 3 February 1947 at Daoiuxu. 

Charge: Committing on arsuu.lt upon an unarmed, surrondorod 

PoW by ai' :u.u in the f-v.-tt and body with his 
fists and v-t .muting to shoot him. 

Verdict: Guilty, rm.ta an cxooptiuu. 

Sentonce: Imprisonment for 21 months, (from 19 Msy 1945)* 

Prisoner releases :n 13 February 1947. 
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339) Trial of Matthias Zahnon, u Gorman national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 13 - 16 May 1946 at Ludwigsburg. 

Charge: That ha wilfully, deliberately and wrongfully 

killed an unknown member of the U, S.Arny, an unarmed 
surrondorod PoW by shooting him. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 15 years. 

Disapproved. Frisoner released. 


362 ) 


360) Trial of Karl Stoll, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 6 January 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge! Committing an assault with a doadly weapon upon an 
American soldier, a PoW, by shooting him. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years. 

' Confirmed. 

361 ) Trial of Miohaol Kuhn, a German national. 

Date & Flaco of Trial} 22 January 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: Conmitting an assault, resulting in bodily harm, on 

an unknown American soldier, a PoW. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence! Imprisonment for one year with hard labour. 

Confirmed. ' . 

,, r i'v 

Trial of Ludv.ig Pirmonioh anu 5 o.liurs, all German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 23 - 26 May at Ludwigi,burg and 4-6 June 
1946 at Dachau. 

Charge: Participating in the killing of an unknown member of 

the U. S.army, a PoW, and participating in assaults 
on an unknown American soldier, PoW,'■ (2 charges). 
Verdict: Guilty, 6. , • 

Sentences: Imprisonment for life, ‘2, 1 ' • 

" " 10 yoars, 1, •> 

" " • 6 »» , 2 , 

. " "1 " i 1 . 

Confirmed. 

363 ) Trial of Riohard Wegnann, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 10 - 11 June 1946 at Dachau. 

Charge: Killing a member of tho U.S.Atmy, a PoW. 

Vordiwc: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Sentenco ccniutod to imprisonment for 30 years. 


364 ) Trial of Fritz Kolb and 3 others, Gorman nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 21 - 22 November I 946 at Dachau. 
Charge: Assault upon a U.S.aoldior, a PoW. 

Verdict: One accused, nolle prosoqui. 

Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty , 2, 

Sentences: Imprisonment for one year, 1, 

" " two months, 1. 


365 ) Trialof Ftete'r Schneider and 4 others, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 21 - 22 October 1946 at Dachau. 

Chargoi Participation in committing assaults on 3 unknown 
American soldl-iB, PoWs. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 4. 

Sentences! Imprisonment for 2 years with hard labour, 1, 

" " 22 months " " "1, 

" »' 18 « » •• » 4, 

Confirmed. 










366} Trial of Josef Wolfgang Bublick and 6 others, German national*. 

Date & place of Trial: 22nd October 194-6 at Dachau. 

Oharga:(l) That, acting in pursuance of a common dosign and as 
individuals aiding the operation of the Dachau 
Concentration Camp and camps subsidiary thereto, 

.did ... wilfully, deliberately and wrongfully 
participate in the subjection of civilian nationals 
, of nations then at war with the thon German Roich to 
cruelties and mistreatment, the namos being unknown 
but the aggregate being many thousands. 

(2) That .... thoy wilfully, deliberately and wrongfully 
participated in the subjection of members of the 
armed forcos of nations then at war with tho thon 
, German Roich who woro... 3 urrondorod and unarmed 
prisoners of war in tlie custody of tho thon Gorman 
Reich, ty cruelties and mictroatmcnt, tho exact 
names and numbers of such prisoners of war being 
. unknown but aggrogating many hundrods. 

Verdict: All aocused guilty of both chargos. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for Riyears, 1, 

" •' 2 " 5 , 

" " l£ " 1 . 

Confirmed but 3 entonco of 2? years raduoud to one of 
imprisonment for 2 years 1 month. 

367) Trial of Wilhelm Borglor and 6 others, German nationals, 

Dato & Place of Trial: 29-30 October,. 1946 at Dachau. 

ChargosJ Two chargos oxactly as oaso No* 366 , above. 

Vordiot: Not guilty, 3 . 

Guilty, t 4 . 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 18 months, 4* 

Confirmed. 

369) Trial of Emil Breitonstoin, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 12 Soptombor 1946 at Dachau boforo a 
Goneral 1-Cilitary Government Court, 

Ghargos:(l) Wilfully, doliberatoly and wrongfully pneouragod, 

oidod, abetted and participated in the killing of % 

, morabor of tho U. S»Army, then an unarmed PoW, 

(2) That ho wilfully, doliberatoly and wrongfully gave 
an order to a German civilian to kill tho above 
mentioned member of tho U. S, Army. 

Verdict: Not guilty of both charges. 

36?) Trial of Ernst Hofmann and Johann Hottingor, German nationals. 

Date & Piacq of Trial: 5 March 1946 at Dachau boforo on 
Intermediate Military Govornmont Court. 

Charge: That ho committed an assault upon a mor.ibor of tho 

U. S. Army, a PoW, by kicking him in tho faco and head. 

Verdiptl Not guilty. 

370) Trial of Karl Hess and Rudolf Kftfer,' German nationals. 

Date & Plaoo of Trial: 30 th January 1947 at Dachau before an 
Intermediate Military Government Court. 

Chargee: Two chargos of assaults up n unknown mombors of tho 

U, S.Aimy, thon prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty of both charges. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 2 years, 1 , 

" " 16 months, 1 * 

Confirmed. 










>71) Trial of Jiro Misoguchi, and 6 others, Japanese nationals^ 

J. Date & Plaoo of Trial: 8th - 26th March 154-6 at Manila, P.I» 

Ohargo: That they wilfully and unlawfully killed 26 Chineso' 

and 6 Filipino civilians ajid raped > Chinese and 1 
■ Filipino women, that they lootod and burned the homos 
. of > Chinese and that they bnitally beat, tortured 

. ;o. and nil's treated the said ‘persons 
Vo idioti 2 poisons dismissed after th6 £rbjseoutlon had with¬ 

drawn the charges against them. 

Not guilty, 1* . . f ... ’• 

•i Guilty. ‘ 

Sentences: Death by h&nging, 4. 

1 ■ * Sentences disapproved and ohargo a against the four 

persons found guilty referred, for rohearing.to another 
** " - •’ ■ Ctamissidn. . 1 1 . 
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VI. Polish Oases. 

3) Trial of Jan Wpjke. 

Date of Trial 1 29th March 1947, (Plooo not given). 

Charge: , Complicity in killing of some }00 Polos and Jews, 
ill-treatment and deportation of civilians. 

Verdict: Guilty* 

Sentence: , Death* 

*■ • . . v • 

4) Trial of John Pauls arvl 14 others, noiabor3 of tho Stutthof 

Concentration Cam!:) at off. 

Date & Place of Trial: 29th April - 9th May and 21-31 May 
. 1946 at Gdansk. 

Charge: Murder and ill-treatment of tho inmates of the 

concentration camp. 

Verdict: Not guilty* 2. 

Guilty, 13. 

Sentences: Death, 11, 

Imprisonment for 5 years, 1, 

" "3 ", 1. 

5) Trial of Artur Groioer. 

Date & place of Trial: 21 Juno - 9 July 1946 **t Posnan* 

Charge: Membership in criminal organisation (NSDAp). Crimes 

against Poace, complicity in murder, mass murder, 
torture and ill-treatment, systematic destruction of 
Polish culture, pillage, Gormanisation and confiscation 
of public and private proporty, and other crimes* 

Vordict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Doath. 

Tho defendant was tried by tho Polish Supremo National 
Tribunal* 


6 ) Trial of Anon Goeth. 

Date & plaoe of Trial: 27 August - 5 September 1946 in Cracow, 
before tho Polish Supreme National Tribunal. 

Charge: Membership in criminal organisations (NSDAP, Waffen 

SS)., arrests, ill-treatment and oxterudnation of 
individuals and groups of people, mass murder and 
• ill-treatment of Jews, Poles and other nationals, and 

other oximes* 1 

Vordict: Guilty. 

Snntonce: Death. 










VII. Australi&n oases 


100) Trial of Masno Nagahiro and 20 others, Japanese nationals. 
Date & Place of Trial: 7-9 January 1945 at Labuan. 
Charge: Murdor of numerous unknown PoW. 

Verdictf ‘ Not guilty, 2. 

Guilty, 19. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 20, years, 1, 

" ’ S.*' 15 " 4, 


Confirmed. 

18l) Trial of Capt. Masahiko Uqno and 6 others, Japanese nationals* 
Date & Pi ace of Tried: 8 - 10 January 1946 at Rabaul. 


Chargo: 
Verdict: 


Sentences: 


Ill-treatment of natives of the Gilbert Islands and 
a native of Nauru, by tying and beating then. 

Not guilty, 5, 

Guilty, 2. 

Imprisonment for 6 months, 1, 

‘ " ‘ \ "" 3 " . 1 . 


182) Triad of Major Toshitaka Odmmira, a Japanese national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 14 - 16 January 1946 at Morotai. 

Charge; Unlawfully ordering and causing to bo carried out the 
killing, of throe unidontifiod mombors of the Royal 
Australian Air Force, all then F J/s. 

Verdiot: Not'guilty, f 

, > . • ' 

183) Trial of Setsuzo Nasaka, ? 

Date & Place of Trial: 22 - 23. Janu-iry 1946 at Rabaul, 

Chargor MuKLor of residonts of .Nor/ Ireland (2.charges)• 
Verdiot: Guilty of both charges. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 4 years. • < . 

1 84 ) Trial of Maj.Gcn, Shinichi Endo. 

, Date & Place of Trial: 29 - 31 January 1946 at Morotai. 


Charge*. 


Verdict: 
Sentence: 


Nogloct of FoJs while he was Connonder of the Japanese 
armed forces in the Northern Celebes, by reason of 
which neglect numbers of the PoWs wore unlawfully 
killou by nonbers of tho Japanese anqy. 

Guilty. 

Imprisonment for 5 years. 


185) Triad of Yoshinori H^yashi and 2 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 30th January, 1946 at Labuan, 

Charge: Assault and cruol boatings of many Po^s, 

Vordict: Guilty, 

Sontoncos: Imprisonment for 15 years, 3* 

Confimol, 

186) Trial of Sgt, Takesaburo Soma find 2 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 31 Jan.- 1 Feb. 19.46 at Morotai. 
Charges Murdor of 3 nombors of tlu R.A. A. F., then PoWs, 
Verdiot: Guilty, 3 . 

Sontoncos: Iiqjrisomont for 6 years, 2,. 

" " 3 " 1. 

• Confimol, 











187) Trial of Sgt.Maj. Hiroshi Suzuki and. Sgt. Teutonic Katsuyoma. 

Date & Placecf trials 4 February 19 MS at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder and cannibalism. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 

188) Trial of Sgt.Maj.Kiyomitsu Morimoto. 

Date nr Place of Trial: c;+ h February 1246 at Hunted. 

Char go: Murder if 2 members of the R, A.A. F. , than PuWfi* 

Veialict: Guilty, with an exception. 

Sontonce; Death by shooting* 

Ooni'irnod and oxocutol, 

189) Til'll of Opl. Ilidutuoili Luba. 

Date & Place of Trial: 6-7 February 19MS at Morotai. 

Charge: MUrdur of a member of the PJUF, a PoW. 

Vordict: Not guilty, 

190) Trial of Capt. Hiroshi Murakami. 

Date & Place of Trial: 7 February 1946 at Morotai. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a PoW, a membor of the RAAF. 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 months. 

Conviction quashed. Non-confirmation of finding 
and sentence. 

• • * ( 

191) Trial of Lt. Kiyorauno Kawahara and 5 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 22'- 25 February 1946 at Morotai. 

Charge: Murder of members of the Australian forcos, .who 

were prisoners df war. 

Vordict: Guilty. 0 

Sentences: Death by shooting, 3* ' 

Imprisonment for 15 years, 2, • • 

" " 12 " 1 . 

192) Trial of Lt. Koichi ?Mrai and 5 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 22 - '23 Maroh 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murdor of 2 members of the Indian army, 

Vordict: Not guilty. 

193) Trial of Lt, Gen. Shizuno Kawakubo. 

Date & Place cf Trial: 30 March 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: That ho improperly confirmed the sentenco of death 

upon 2 nativos of Kanbonburn, well kriov/ing that auoh 
natives had not boon affordod a propor trial. 

Vordiot: Not guilty. 

194) Trial of Choichi Mao. 

Date & Place of .Triad: 16 - 17 April 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of an Indian scldior. 

Verdict: Not guilty. 

195) Trial of Sgt.Maj. Toshida Hara. *' ' 

Dato & Place of Trial: 17 May 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a PoW. 

Verdict: Not Guilty. ' 

196) Trial of Sgt. Tadashi Takizawa. 

Date & Place of Trial: 20-21 May 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of a PoW. 

Vordict: Not guilty. 

197) Trial of Cpl. Kichijiro Matsui. 

Dato Place of Trial: 28 - 29 May 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of 2 persons. (2 chargos). 

Verdict! N & t guilty. 









198) Trial-of"Lf. Gon. Tsutomu Akinaga and 2 others. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 31 May - 3 June 1946 at Rabaul. 
Chargo! Ilurlor of 2 U.S. airmen. 

Vordiot: Not guilty. ’ ’ 

199) Trial of Cpl. Yoehihazc Nakala and Cpl. Masayoshi Sanba* 

Dato <1 Plaoo of Trial: 6 Juno 194-6 at Rabaul. 

Oharga: Ill-treatment of an Indian ^oW. 

Vordiot: Nut guilty. 

200) Trial of - L/Cpl. Jirc Sakai. 

^ate-oc I'laco of Trial: 6 Juno 194-6 at Rabaul. 

Charge: ill -1 ro atno nt of an Indian PoW. 

Vordiot: Not guilty. , 

* X 

201) Trial of Cpl. Zenji-Oki. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 6 Juno 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ill-treatmont of on Indian PoW, 

Vordioti Not guilty, v 

i * 

202) Triad of i/Cp 1 * Kyoshi Kara. . .} 

Date oc Place st Trial: 6 June 1946 at Rabaul. 

. - Charge J Ill-treatment of an Indian PoW. 

Verdict: Not guilty. 

203) Trial of Lt. Toshjiro Nakamura. 

Date & Pl-oca of Trial: 7 ■- 8 June 1946 at Rabaul. ; 
Charge:* • * Ill-treacraent " of a prisoner of war. 

Vordiotf" 1 Not guilty.' 

. ' 

204) Trial of Sgt.* Sndamaro Takeuchi and 2 others. 

Date Placo of Trial: 11 Juno 1946 at Rabaul. 

Chaise: Ill-treatmont of a number of Indian ?o Ws« 

Verdict: Not guilty. 

205) Trial of Sgt.MaJ. Konji Otsu. 

Date & Plaoo of Trial: 11 Juno 1946 at Rabaul. 

-Charge: Murder of a person at New Britain. 

Vordiot: Not gui]ty. 

206) Trial of Lt. SliO'k) Fukuyama and another. 

Date & Flaco of Trial: 11 June 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Unlawfully assaulting a Chinese national. 

k . Verdict* i- Not guilty. 

20i7) Trial -of L/Cpl. Kiyoahi Onodora. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 11 Judo 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ill-treatraont of Po Ws* (2 charges). 

Verdict: Not guilty. 

208) Trial of Capt. Hidehara TauTa and Sgt. Katsuo Naito. 

Date & Place of Trial: 20 - 22 June 1946 at Rabaul. 
Charge: Ill-treatmont of an'Indian PoW. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontoncos: Imprisonment for 5yoars, 1, 

" " 4 " 1. 

Confirmed. 

209) Trial'of Sgt.Maj. Tudashi Matsumura. 

Dato & Placo of Trirtl: 25 Juno 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder of an Indian ToW. 

Verdict: Not .uilty. 










I 


210 ) 


211 .) 


212 ) 


213) 


214) 


215) 


216) 


217) 


218 ) 


219 ) 


•44- 

Trial of Sgt.Maj. Hakuoi Okawa. 

Data « Flaco of Trial: 8 July 1946 at Rabaul* 

Chargei Ill-treatment of Indian prisoners frf war* 

Ve.rdict: Not guilty. 

Trial of Sgt.Maj. Atsushi Kckuxnai. 

Date A Place of Trial: 8 July 1946 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ill-treatmant of an Ini inn FoW. 

Vgrdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Impriaonmont for 12 months. 

Confirmed. 

Trial of Na\r\l Civilian Tomuguro Ianuka and 3 otters. 

Date dk Place of Trial: 6-7 December 1946 at Rabaul, 

Charge: Murder OR ill-treatmant of a Native of Nauru. 

Verdict: All guilty of ill-treatment. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 2 years, 1, 

ii ii it 2 

" ," 6 months 1. 

Confirmed. 

Trial’ of Lt.Oen* Rinpei Kato. 

Date & Place cf Trial: 28-29 April 1947 at Rabaul. 

Charge: T hat he unlawfully employed FoWs on work having a 

direct connection with Japanese military operations* 
Verdiot: Not guilty. 

Trial of Gen. Hitoshi Imamura. 

Date A Place of Trial: 1 - 16 May 1947 at Rabaul. 

Charge: That he unlawfully disregarded and failed to discharge 

his 'duty as a Commander to control the members of his 
command, whereby they committed brutal atrocities and 
other high crimes against the people of the Commonwealth 
of Australia and its allies. 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years. 

« * 

Trial of Col. Kasue Negishi. 

Date & Place of Trial: .21 - 22 May 1947 at Rabaul* 

Charge: That he permitted personnel under his command to ill- 

treat Indian 1-oWs. 

Verdict: Not guilty. 

Trial of Lt. Gen. Masao Baba. 

Date & Place of Trial: 28 May - 2 Juno 1947 at Rabaul* 

Charge: That he unlawfully disregarded and f.ailed to discharge 

his duty of a Conmandor to control the conduct of tho 
members of his command,whereby they committed brutal 
atrocities and other high crimes against tho people of 
the Commonwealth of Australia and its allies* 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed and executed. 

Trial of Lt. Kazuhiko Imamura. 

Date <S: Place of Trial: 12 Juno 1947 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of Indian PoWs. (5 ohargos). 

Verdict: Not guilty. 


Trial of Capt. Matsuhei Kawasaki. 

Date & plaoo of Trial: 30 Juno - 4 July 1947 at Rabaul. 
Charge: Murder of 4 Australian PoWs. 

Verdict: Not guilty. 


Trial of Lt. Kazuhiko Imamura. 

Date <?■ Placed 1 Trial: 25 July 1947 at Rabaul. 

Charges: Ill-treatment of Indian FoV/s,and employing ^thom in 

operations of war. (5 ohargos). 

Verdict; Guilty only of 2 charges, ' 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 12 months. 

Confirmed. 









220;. Trial of Korean Gd. Bhokai Aral. 

Date & Place of Trial: 26'- 27 June 1946 at Singapore, 

Charge: Inhtunane treatment of Australian, American, Bi\Ltish 

and Dutoh PoWs by ptysiaal tortures, boatings and 
assaults. * . 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sontonce: Imprisonment for 15ycars. 

Confirrabd, 

221) Trial of L/Cpl. Zonshi Kaga. 

Data'A P3aoo of Trial: 20 Junu 1946 at Cxngapuro* 

Charge: That ho assaulted and cruolly boat a member of the 

AIF, thereby oausing bodily injury. 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sentonoo: Imprisonment for 3 yeara. 

Confirmed. 

. t ♦ 

•• • 

222) Trial of L/opl. Masato Yamanishi. 

Date & Place of Trial:• 1 July 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge I, Cruelly boating a member of the Australian Imperial 
Force, thereby causing him bodily injury. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentonoo: Imprisonment-for 5 years. 

Conf imod. 


223) Trial of Oapt. Susumu Hosumi and 2 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 10 - 13 July 1946 at Singapore. 
Charge: (l) That they unlawfully killed a member of the AIF, 
. j. a PoW. 

(2) That they inhumanely treated the sane PoW, 
Vordiot: Guilty of both charges. 

Sentence: Death by hanging, 2, 

Imprisonment for 18 yoar3, 1. 

Confirmed and oxecutod. 


224) Trial of Capt. Sohoi Suzuki and 6 othors. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 16 - 23 July 1946 at Singapore. 
Charge, Inhumane treatment of PoWs causing doatha, bodily 
injury, damage to health and physical and montai 
suffering. (3 charges against all or several) 
Verdict: Not guilty, 2. 

Guilty, 5» 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 3» 

Imprisohment for 15 years, 1, 

" " 12 " 1 . 

Confirmed andexocutod. 


225) Trial of Col. Yoshimasa Obana and 7 others; 

Date & Piooo of Trial: 2-11 So^cmber 1946 at Singapore. 


Charge: 


Verdict: 
Sentences: 


Inhumane treatment of Australian PoWs at Batavia, 
thereby causing great physical pain arel mental 
suffering to tho said persons* 

All found guilty. 

Imprisonment for 14 yoars, 

ii •• n .n 


Oonfirraod. 


8 

4 

3 


3, 

1 , 

2 , 

1 » 

1 . 









226 y Trial of Lt. Eiji Hirota. ' 

Date &■ Placo of Trial l 13-21 September 194-6 at Singapore. 

Ghargo: . That during tho supervision of tho work of PoYte 
employed in tho construction of tho Bunna^-Siam 
- Railway, ho inhumanely treatod tho said PoVi’s 
* contributing to deaths, bodily injury, danago to 

health and physical and mental sufferings. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentenco* I&ath by hanging. 

Confirmed. 

227) Trial of Major Yoshio Katsuraura and 5 others. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 23 - 30 September 1946 at Singapore* 

Charge: Being concornod in the unlawful killing of two 

members of tho AMP and a nonbor of tho R.N. I.A., 

then recaptured escaped PoWs, and a Dutch 
civiDian. 

Verdict: All accusod not guilty. 

228) Trial of Korean Gu«rd Pumio Monakl. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 1 October and 1 Deoorabor 1946 at ' 
Singapore. . , 

Charge: Inhunano treatment of FoWs, thoroby contributing 

to tho doath of 1 person and tho suffering of 
others. . . f ■ 

Veruict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Inpri3onmont for 15yoars. 

Confirmed. 

229 ) Trial of Capt. Pumio Nomura. 

Pate 3c Ppace of Trial: 3 October 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: I n hunane treatment of Australian and other Polfla 

resulting in sevore physical suffering to them. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Confirmed. 

239 Trial of 3/M. Chikayuki Funato. 

D a te 3c place of Tried: 6-7 November 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: Inhumane treatment of PoWa working'on tho Buoaa- 

Siam Railway. 

Vo rdic t: Guilty. 

Sontenco: Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Confirmed. 1 

% 

231) Trial of K 0 roan Guard Yoshio Kanoyaraa. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 12 - 14 November 1946 at Singapore. 

Charge: Inhumane treatment of Po«Vs employed on the Burraa^- 

Siam Raxlway. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 yoors. 

Confirmed. 

232) Trial of Sgt. Takoo Kimura. 

Date 3c Place of Trial: lb November 1946 at Singapore, 

Chargo: Inliumanu treatment of PoY/a employed on tho Burma*- 

S'iaa Railway. 

Verdict: Guilty, with exceptions. 

Sentonce : Doath ty hanging. 

Confirmed, aoo iscd executed. 












233^ Trial of S/to, Harukichi Shimojo. 

Date & Placo of Trial: ?5 - 29 November 1946 at Singapore# 

Charsre: Inhumane tren+nent of P 0 W 3 omployed in tho conotmo¬ 

tion of tho Burma-Siam Railway and inhumane treatment 
of PoWs being moved from one place to another# 

.(2 charges). 

Verdict* Guilty of both charges. 

Sentence'- Death byhanging# 

Findings confirmed, but sentence ooiunutod to 
imprisonment for life. 

234) Trial of L/Opl. Yusa Kiyoto. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 3-17 March 1947 at Singapore. 

Charge: Inhumane treatment of ToWs, 

Verdiot: Guilty, but with an exception. 

Sentenoe ! Imprisonment for 7 years# 

Confirmed. 

’% c .• - 

235) Trial of Korean Guard Eishun Hayashi. 

I>ato & Placo of Trial: 10 - 12 March 1947 at Singapore# 

Charge; Inhumane treatment of a member of the AJF, a PoW, 
as a result of which he died. 

Verdict: Guilty. • 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed. 

236) Trial of Korean Guard Masao Kaneshiro. 

Date.A Place of Trial: 31 March - 2 April 1947 at Singapore. 

Charge: Inhumane treatment of PoWs. 

Vordict: Guilty, with an exception. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life. 

Confirmed. 











VIII« French Case u 

101) Trial of Wilhelm Wiypamium, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trialr bth September 1946 before a 
Military Tribunal : at Ronnos* 

Charge: Ill-treatment of French civilians*. 

v , Vorrlibt : _ Guilty* **' 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

102) Trial of Karl LingO .if older, a German national-, j . 

Date & P] ono of Trial filth March 1947 before a Military 

Tribunal' at Mota* 

Charge: Pillage and destruction 1 of publio monumonta. 

Vordict: Guilty. 

Sontonco: impriaor-nent for 1 year. ' (J* 

• - ‘ .1 . 

103) Trial of Hubert Nnckon, a Gorman national. 

Date A Plaoe of Trial: March 1947 beforo a Military 

Tribunal at Metz. 

Chargo: Pillage and ill-troatraont of French and Polish 

nationals. 

Vordict: Guilty-of ill-troatmont. 

Sentence; Tmpii jovi.icmt for 3 years* 

104) Trial of K'U-c i ou.'iVr and 3 otiiors. 

Dato A Flare of iri.l: 12th March 1947 boforo a Military 

Tribunal at Metz. 

Charge: il^-troutmnufc of 'Russian prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty* with oxtonunting circumstances for the 

.. firtfVaecubod, ’• 

Sontoncos: ift^ijsonniuiit for 2 yoars, 2, 

11 " 18 months, 1, ! 

" "4- 1. ’ 

105) Trial of Ferdv. eil Lambert, airman national. 

Date A Place of Trial: 25th March 1947 before a Military 
Tribunal at Metz. 

Charge: Pillage. 

Vordict; Guilty. 

Sontonco; Imprisonment for 2 yoars. 

106) Trial of Helmut Spiolborg and 2 others, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: Military Tribunal at Bordeaux. 

Judgment delivered on 25th March 1947* 

Chargo: Wanton destruction of proporty (by arson), 

pillage and lll-troatmont. 

Verdict: Guil by. 

Sentences: Penal ServiiuiO for 20 yoars, 1, 

" " 5 " 1, 

Imprisonment for 5 years, 1. 

107) Trial of Horst I to bo otrert, a Goman national. 

Date A Place of Tidal: 25th March 1947 beforo a Military 
Tribunal at Toulouso. 

Chargo: MemhorsuIp in crir.iin.ol organisation; illegal 

ir-ost.i ac.d t. \ turns; complicity in murder and 

pi.il U*gD. 

Verdict: Gu’Iiv f r membership in criminal organisation, 

y' 1 1 .4 m a. id if 1 -1 ro 1 tti .10 nt. 

Sentence.' Pita - } 4 trie for 20 yoars. 











108} Trial of Elisaboth HasselwaneLer, a Gorman national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 15th April 1947 before a Military Tribunal 

- . s-mi •• • .'&* Hot a. 1 •• 

*” ‘tfnarga: Tillago. 

Vordiot: Guilty with extenuating oiroumatancos. 

Sontonco: imprisonment for 6 months, 

109) Trial of Hpnri Prick and Joseph Koch, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 15 th April 1947 before a Military 
Tribunal at Metz. 

. . Charge: Pillage of proporty belonging to, and ill-troatmont 

of, Russian prisoners of war.' 

Vordiot: Prick puiltv "both counts,. Koch of pillage only. 

Sontonce§: Prick, - Imprisonment for 13 months, 

Koch, " " . 12 months* 

1 M » r ... j, 1 : •• , s , 

110) Trial of Regina Machhoim, a German national* 

Dpte & Placo qf Trial: 15th April 1947 before a Military 
. .. ' . ; lv ,,Tribuml at Mot Zm 

* 4, '‘ ’* Chargo: Pillago. 

Verdict: Guilty. • * 

Sentencq! Imprisormcnt for one yoar. 


111).Trial of,Julius Osturtag :uid 4 others, Gorman nationals. 
ls *" ' T ' 1 uaCe & Placo of Trial: 15th April 1947 before a Military 


Tribunal 


. at Strasbourg, s 

Charge; Murder (in roprical)* 

Verdicts N<?t guilty-;) 3 , 

Guilty, 2. r 

Sentences: Death,. 2* 

•. • . ; ^ • ' . ■».■>*» : 

112)' Trial of Grogorio Londines Monte, a-'Spanish national* 

Date & Placo of Trial: 26th Apx»il 1947 boforo a Military Tribunal 
at Paris. ♦ - 

Chargo: Murder and ill-treatment* 

Verdict: Not guilty. . . 


113) Trial of Wolkmar Otto, a German: national. 

Date. &‘,PjacQ..of Trial: 25th April-1947 before a Military Tribunal 
at Paris. * ' 

Charge: pillago. 

Verdiot: Guilty. . . . 

Sentence! Imprisonment for 5 years. 


134) Trial of Kaspar Muoller, a German national. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 30th April 1947 before a Military Tribunal 
at Lyon. ' ' ' 

Charge: Illogol arrests; ill-treatment; pillage; complicity 

in murder, wanton destruction of property (by arson). 
„ . Verdict: Guilty of ill-treatment, pillage and complicity in 

1 1 i • ■- murder, but with oxtenuating circumstances. 

Sontonco: Ponal servitude for 20 years. 

: .1 ,i 

. r '* 

115) Trial of Friedrich Hcmbock and 6 others, all German nationals. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 30th Apri.1 1947 before a Military Tribunal 
at Lyon. • 

...Chargo: Wanton destruction-of property (by arson), murder; 

and pillago. 

Verdict: „• N 0 t guilty, it* 

Guilty, 3, one on.all counts, two for wanton destruc¬ 
tion only. 

Sentences: Doath, 1, 

Penal Servitude for 20 yoars, 2. 











116) Trial of Rudolf Roeoo and 5 others, Gorman nationals. 

Date oc Place uf Trials 6t,h May 194-7 at Rennes. 

Charge: Murder, 

Vordiot: Guilty, but with oxtonuating oircjuuastanoos for 

throo accused, 

Sontcncos: Doath, 3> 

Penal servitude for life, 1, 

" " " 15 years, 1 , 

" " '• 10 " , 1 . 

117) Trial of Hennann Damstaodtor, a Gunuan national. 

Dato & Plaoo of Trials 13th May 1947 at Strasbourg* 

Charge: Torturo. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontoncos Penal servitude for 20 yours. 

118) Trial of Julius Gohrum and 21 others,(21 Gorman nationals and 

1 Fronch national.) 

Date & Place of Trial: 13th May 1947 at Strasbourg. 

Charge: Murder and .torturo; in addition treason for tbo 

aoousod Fronch national. 

Verdict: 20, guilty, 

• Incompotonoo of tho Tribunal declared for one 

■accused. 

Proceedings against another aoousod- stojpjttdr for 
reason of accused's death. 

Sentences: Doath. 11, 

Ponal servitude for 20 yoar 3 , 5» 

Imprisonment for 5 yoars, 4* 

119) Trial of Peter Rupp, a German national, 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 22nd May 1947 before a Military 

* Tribunal at Metz, 

Charge: Pillage. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontcnco: Imprisonment for 6 months. 

, . t 

120) Trial of cudwig Flock, a Gorman national. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 22nd May 1947 at Metz.- 
Chargo: Murder of a Russian prisoner of vat* 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sontonoo: Penal servitude for lifo. 

121) Trial of Barthdldny Lovnto, an Italian national. 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 22nd May 1947 at Metz. 

Chargo: Ill-troatmpnt, 

VoreLict l Guilty. 

Sontoncc 5 Imprisonment for 2 years. 

122) Trial of J 0 hann Schlommor, a German national. 

Dato & Plaoo of Trial: 22nd May 1947 boforo a Milifcajy Tribunal 
at Motz. 

Chargo: Murdor. 

Vordiot: Guilty, with oxtonuating ciroumstanoos. 

Sontonco: Penal sorvitudo for 5 yoars. 

123) Trial of Eugono Hubbo, Gorraxn national. 

Date dc placo of Trial: 22nd May 1947 boforo a. Military 
Tribunal at Metz. 

Charge: Wanton dost met ion of property. 

Vordiot: Not guilty. 


124) Trial of Julias loach, a Gorman national* . i 

Dato & Placo of Trial; 22nd May-1947 at Motz. 

Chargo; , . rillaga. 

Vorlic.t " Guilty. . . 

So/itonco:/ Imprisonment for ono yoar# 

125) Tj^ial <pf Wilholn Kalk, a Dutoh national, and Erich Stook, a 

i.Tf.U’;? •••, '■j Gornan national. 

Dato i placo of Trial: 27th May 1947 Uiforo a Military Tribunal 
* at Bo'rdoaux. 

Chargo; Murdor. 

Verdict; Kalk null tv vath oxtonuating nlrcniraatan<r < s. 

Stock not guilty. 

Sontonoo! Ponal sorvitudo for 20 yoars. 

,, • . 

• , - T •' f- X* *'***?.{ ■ i' 

12"6) Trial of Franz Kronn and 2 others, German nationals# 

Date & Placo of Trial: 30th May 1947 before a Military Tribunal 
at Dijon. 

Charge: Mirdor* 

Vardict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 2. 

Sontoncos: penal servitude for 20 years, 2* ■ ; 

127$: Trial of Arthur VJcari, a. Gorman national. .. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 11th July 1947 boforo a Military Tribunal 

. * , , 1 at ; Motz.' *' - 

Chargo: ' Hl-troatmerit and pillage. J-. • : 

Vordipt: ^ Giiiity;‘‘ 

Sontonoo: 'Inprisonmont fdr 5 years, . .< ! 

128) Trial of Jacob Kaisor, a German national, j . 

Dato & Placo of'Trial: 11th Juno 1947 before a Military Tribunal 
at Metz, \ X i. ; 

Charge: Pillage. 1 ‘ ' '' 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontonoo: Imprisonmont for 6 months# 

i ' t 

*• r 

129) Trial of Robort Rothonbachi a Gorman national. 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 11th J u no 1947 before a Military Tribunal 
at Metz. 

Charge! Pillage. 

/ordiot: Guilty. 

Sontonoo! Imprisonment for 1 year. 

130) Trial of Loranz Hornor, a Gorman national. 

Date & Plcco of Trial: 11th Juno 1947 boforo a Military Tribunal 
at Metz. 

Chargo: Pillogo. 

Vg rdiot! Guilty. 

Sontonoo: Imprisonment for 3 yoars. 

131) Trial of Jo3oph Voth, a Gorman national. 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 11th Juno 1947 before a Military Tribunal 
at Metz. 

Charge: Fillago. 

Vordict: Guilty. 

Sontenco: Imprisonmont for 1^- years. 

132) Trial of Aniiroas Weisbrod, a Gorman national. 

Dato & Piaco of Trial: 11th Juno 1947 boforo a Military Tribunal 
at Metz. 

Charge: Pillago. 

Vordict! Guilty. 

Sontenco: Imprisonment for 1 year# 










-52~ 


133) Trial of Michol Sohoafmnn end Otto Wcissonberg, Gottaan nationalai 

Dato & ?iaco of Trial: 11 th Juno 1947 at Lyon. 

Oharga: ' Illogal arrostB and complicity in muTdor. 

Vordict: Woiasonbcrg, guilty, 

Sohocfnann, not guilty. 

Sontonco: Ponnl sorvitudo. (in tho copy providod to the 

U.N.W. C.C., tho apaco relating to tho duration 
" of tho puniohnont imposed, has boon loft blank,) 

134-) Trial of Bookor, a Goman tiatijnal (Christian nano not shcKvn), 

Dato <4 Tiaco of Trials 11th June 1947 before a Military Tribunal 
at Lyon. 

Charget Murder. 

Vo rdiot s Guilty. 

Sontonco: Penal 3 crvitudo for lifo. 

135) Trial of Mathias Bartlo, a Goman national. 

Date & Flaoo of Trial: 25th Juno 1947 boforo a Military Tribunal 
at Strasbourg. 

Charge: Ill-troatnont and pil3age. 

Verdict: Guilty of ill-treatment. . 

Sontonco: Inpri 3 onmcnt for one year, 

136 ) Trial of Heinrich Schwarz and 49 others, 'Seram nationals. 

(Natzvrailor Concentration Camp Trial). 

Dato & p^aco of Trial: Judgment dolivorod on 1st February 1947# 
Trial boll, boforo a Military Tribunal of tho Fronoh 
Military Government at Rastati. 

Charge: War crises and crinos against humanity cosnittod 

against innatos of tho oonoantration camp at 
Natzwoilor, the victims boing of various nationalities 

Vordiot: One aoousod not guilty. 

•' Guilty, 49. 

Sontonco a: Doath, 21, 

Penal sorvitudo for lifo, 6 , 

" ". "20 years, 6, 

tt 11 11 10 ti 3 

II II »• 'II ^ 

II It II 3 II * 1 

• i» 11 ti 2. ** 2 













124) Trial of Julbs Losch, a German national. . t. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 22nd May ; 1947 at Mots. i 

Chargo: . . Pillago. 

Vordict‘ Guilty. • ‘‘ 

So/itonco:/ Imprisonment for one year. .... 

125) Ti^al of Wilholn Kalk, ( a Dutoh national, and Erich Stock, a 

J..-i x*.U-:V ... Gerriatn national. 

Dato A Plaoo of Trial: 27th May 1947 before a Military Tribunal 
* at Bc'rdonux. 

Chargo: Murder. 

Vordict: Kalk guilty with oxtonuating circumstances. 

Stock not guilty. 

Sentonoo: Ponal aorvitudo for 20 years. 

... * • 

12"6) Trial of Franz Kronn and 2 others, German nationals* 

Date & Place of Trial: 30th May 1947 before a Military Tribunal 
at Dijon. 

Charge: Mirdor. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 2. 

Sontonoos: Penal servitude for 20 years, 2. < 

127$: Trial of Arthur. Vicari, a. Gorman national. 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 11th July 1947 bofore a Military Tribunal 
.* t _ , at. Hoiz. . •' : - 

Chargo: '. Illrtroatmorit and pillage. - 

+ Vordipt: ^ mtyj‘ V ' . 

Sonto'nco: 'Imprisonment for 5 yoars. ! 

J ' ,r *.0 . * .»vT / - 1*' 

128) Trial of Jacob Kaiser, a German national, p . 

Date & Placo of "Trial: 11th June 1947 before a Military Tribunal 
at Metz, *•'[ ii , . 

Charge: Pillago. ‘ ' ‘- 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontonco: Imprisonment for 6 months* 

r 

•• ^ 

129) Trial of Robort Rothoribochi a Gorman national. 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 11th J u no 1947 before a Military Tribunal 
at Metz. 

Chargo: Pillage. 

/ordict: Guilty. 

Sontonco: Imprisonment for 1 year. 

130) Trial of Lorenz Hornor, a Gorman national. 

Date & PIcco .jf Trial: 11th Juno 1947 before a Military tribunal 
at Metz. 

Chargo: Piliogo. 

Vc rdict: Guilty. 

Sontonco: Imprisonment for 3 yoars. 

131) Trial of J 0 soph Voth, a Gorman national. 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 11th Juno 1947 before a Military Tribunal 
at Motz. 

Charge: Iillago. 

Vordict: Guilty, 

Sontonco: Imprisonment for 1-|- yoars. 

132) Trial of Andreas Woiabnod, a Gorman national. 

Dato & ppaco of Trial: 11th Juno 1947 before a Military Tribunal 
at Motz. 

Chargo: Pillago. 

Vordict: Guilty. 

Sontonco: Imprisonment for 1 year* 
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133) Trial of Hichol Schoafnann and Otto Yfcissonbcrg, Gottnan nationals# 

Dato & ?iaco of Trial: 11th Juno 1947 at Lyon. 

Charge' Illogal arrosts and complicity in muTdor. 

Vordict: Yfoissonborg, guilty, 

Sohucfnann, not guilty. 

Sontcnco: Ponal servitude. (in tho copy provided to tho 

U.N.,W.C.C., tho apaco relating to tho duration 
41 " of tho puni 3 hnont imposed, haa boon loft blank#) 

134) Trial of Bockor, a German national (Christian nano not' shown)# 

Dato & T'iaco of Trials 11th Juno 1947 hoforo a Military Tribunal 
at Lyon. 

Charge: Murder. 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Ponal servitudo for life. 

135) Trial of Mathias Bartlo, a Goman national. 

Date & Flaco of Trial: 25 th Juno 1947 beforo a Military Tribunal 
at Strasbourg. 

Charge: Ill-treatnont and pillage. 

Verdict: Guilty of ill-troatmont. 

Sontonco: Imprisonment for one yoar. 

136 ) Trial of Heinrich Schwarz, and 49 others, German nationals. 

(Natzwollor Concentration Camp Trial), 

Dato & Piaco of Trial: Judgment dolivorod on 1st February 1947* 
Trial hold, bo fore a Mpii ;ary Tribunal of tho Frouoh 
Military Government at Fastati, 

Charge: V/ar crimes and crinos against humanity oomnittod 

against innatos of tho concentration coop at 
Natzweilcr, tho victim 1 boing of various natianalitica# 

Verdict: One aoousod not guilty. 

■' Guilty, 49» 

Sontonooa: Doath, 21, 

Ponal servitudo for lifo, 6, 
h », M 20 years, 6, 

it 11 11 10 n 8 

it 11 ii 5 -it 5 

it it 11 3 M 1 

tt 11 11 2 11 2 
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UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES OOMIISSION. 


Sixth Supplement 
totEc" 

Synopsfs 

of Trial Reports. 


Trial ^epor 


Sinoo'tho circulation of the Fifth Supplement 
(Doc.C. 264), the reports summarised in this 
paper have been rocoived by the Unitod Nations 
War Crinos Commission. 

The following documents contain lists of trial 
reports received: C.204, C.208, C.222, 

v C.233# C.255, C.264 and the present paper* 


II. British Trials: 


sir 


452) Trial of Colonel Masato Suwabo and 5 others, of the Japanese Arny. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 6-21+ January 1947 at Singapore. 

Charges* Iil-troatraont of Prisoners of War, including unhealthy 
, living conditions, bad medical treatment, sonding 

unfit prisoners to work, insufficient clothes, eto. 

(5 charges against all or several of the accusod, 
and occurring in various placos.) 

Verdict: Not guilty, 2, 

Guilty, 4. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 


1 year, 

9 months, 
6 
3 


1 , 

It 

If 

1 . 


453) Trial of Lt. Choichi Sato of the Japanese > Arrry. 

J, Dato & placo of T’ r ial: 1 - lb April and 3-5 May 1947 at Hong Kong. 

Charge: That as medical officer in chargo of Stanloy Gaol 

Hospital, he was concerned in the ill-trcatmont of Po'Ws 
thcroby contributing to the deaths of many and causing 
physical suffering to others. 

Vordict: Guilty. 

Sentences Imprisonment for 8 years. • 

Confirmed. 


454) Trial of Maj.Gon. Ryosaburo Tanaka of the Japanese Army. 

J # Dato & Place of T r ial: 8-30 April and 1-22 May, 1947 at Hong Kong. 


Charge: 


Verdict: 
Sentenoo: 


That as Commanding Officer in tho Japanoco Aimy* he was 
concerned in the inhumane treatment of P 0 Ws by troops 
under hiB ooramand, which inhumane treatment consisted of 
killing some and ill-treating others. (3 chargos). 

Guilty of 2 charges. 

Imprisonment for 20 years. 

Confirmed. 











- 2 - 



' 


Charge J 


Vordioti 
Sontoncos: 


455) Trial of Ship Master Yoshinori Nishimi and. 3 othors of, or in the 

J. sorvioo of, tho Japan030 Army. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 1-2 May and 16 - 20 September 1947 at 
Singapore. 

Boing concerned in tho ill-treatment of a draft of 
British prisonors of war, resulting in tho death of 
sixty and physioal suffering to many others. 

All found guilty. 

Imprisonment for 3 yaars, 1, 

t» t? 2 2 

" " 6 months, 1 . 

Sentences against 3 accused confirmed. 

Sontcnco against 4 th acousod, not confirmed. 

456) Trial of Mitsugu Toda and 8 othors, Japanosj civilians. 

J. Data & Piacc of 1'rial: 7-28 May 1947 at Hong Kong. 

Charge: Boing concerned in the ill-treatment of prisonors of 

war employed by tho Kinkaseki Nippon Mining Coy., 
thus caising tho death of some and physical sufferings 
to the othors. 

Verdict: N 0 t guilty, 1. 

Guilty, 2, 

Guilty, but with oxooptions, 

Sontoncos: Inprisonment for 10 years. 

If «» 7 


5 

4 

3 

2 

1 


6. 

2, 

1, 

1, 

1, 

1, 

1, 

1. 


Confirmed. 


457) Trial of Capt. Kanou Hirata and 5 othors of tha Japanese Array, 

J. Date & Piaco of Trial: 12 - 24 May 1947 at Rangoon. 

Charge: Boing concornod in tho killing of 9 Burrocso. 

Vordiot: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 5» 

Sontoncos: Inprisonmeht for 20 years, 1, 

" " 15 " 1, 

.. .. 5 « 2 , 

" "1 " 1 . 

Oonf irmod. 

458) Trial of Colonol Hidoo Sazawa and 2 others of the Japanese Army. 
J. Date & Piaco of Trial: 21 May - 9 Juno 1947. at Hong Kong. 


Charge: 


Vordict: 

Sentences: 


Ill-troatment of prisoners of war and civilians 
resulting in physical suffering to many, and in tho 
deaths of a numbor of prisoners of war. (2 ohargos). 
Guilty, 3 . 

Imprisonment for 15 years, 1, 

" " 10 " 1 , 

" " 4 " 1 . 

Confirmed, 


459) Trial 6f Tsurumatsu Nakamura and 4 others, all in tho service of 
J, tho occupying Power att, to Malaya Commandsignals. 

Date & Piaco of Trial: 12 May - 3 June 1947 at Kuala Lumpur. 

Chdrgo: Being concerned in tho ill-treatment of civilian 

residents of Malaya imprisoned in Pudu Gaol, Kuala Lumpur, 
resulting in the death of approx. 64 O of the said 
civilians. 

Vordict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 4. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2. 

Imprisonment for 15 years, 1, 

» " 10 11 1 . 

Sentonce to 15 years reduced to 10 years, and 
sentence to 10 years reduced to 3 years. 



* 






460 ) Trial of Sgt. Kanji T3ubota of the Japanesa -Army. 

J, Dato & Place of Trial; 17 - 27 June 1947 at Hong Kong. 

Charge; Being concerned in the ill-treatncnt of Chinese 

civilians imprisoned in the Tsunwan Kcrapeitai Station, 
Hong Kong, causing tho death of several and physical 
sufferings to others. 

Vordiat: Guilty, with exceptions. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Confirmed. 

461) Trial of Sgt.Maj. Toshio Kitagawa of the Japanese Army. 

J. Date & Placo of Trial: 23rd June - 11th July 1947 at Rangoon. 

Charge: Being concerned in tho killing of a civilian resident 

of Burma. 

Vordiot J Not guilty. 

462) Trial of Lt. Yoshijiro Oita and Lt. Tsumoru Ashida of the Japanese 

J. Amy. 

Date & Plaoo of Trial: 2-8 July 19’47 at Hong Kong. 

Charge: That while members of a camp staff, they wore together 

concerned in the ill-treatment of prisoners of war in 
their custody, causing suffering. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 1. (with exception). 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 18 months. 

Oonfirmod, 

463 ) Trial of Capt. Yukio Ushiyama and 3 others of tho Japanese Amy. 

J, Date & Place of Trial; 7th July - 12th August 1947 at Hong Kong. 

That they woro togather concerned in-the ill-treatment 
of persons in their custody at a Kompcitai headquarters 
causing the death of some and physical suffering to 
others. 

Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, • 3 . 

Death by hanging, '1, 

Imprisonment for 15 years, 1, 

" " 6 " 1. 

Oonfirmod. 

464 ) Trial of Sgt.Maj. Yasushi Kamada of the Japanese j*rny. 

J • Date & Place of Trial: 11 - 30 July 1947 at Hong Kong. 

Charge; Being conccrnod in tho ill-treatment of Chinese porsona, 
resulting in the death of 6 and bodilysuffering to 3« 

Verdict; Guilty, with exception. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Confirmed and executed. 

465 ) Trial of Capt. Masami Ori and 3 others of the Japanese amy. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 24th July - 25th ..ugust 1947 at Kuala Lumpur. 

Charge: That as medical officers responsible for tho caro and 

well Doing of tho civilian innabitants pf occupiod 
territories... they wore conccrnod in Iho ill-treatment 
of the 3aid civilian residents, resulting ir> the death 
of many and causing physical suffering to others# 

Verdict; Not guilty. 


Chargo: 

Vcrdiot :' 
Sentences; 


466) Trial of Sgt.Maj. Mitsuo Nakayama and Sgt. Sonichi Kawano. 

J, D a tc & Place of Trial: 5-6 August 1947 it Kuala Gangsar. 

Charge; Being concerned in tho ill-trcatraont of civilian residents 
of Malaya. (2 eh;urges against one or both accused). 
Verdict: Guilty r (with exceptions,) 2. 

Sentences: Inprise nmonl; for 6 months, 2. 

Confirmed. 










467 ) Trial of Max Ernst Friedrich Gustav Wieldn and 17 others, German 

natioaols. 

Date Sc Plaao nf Trial: 1st July - 6th August 1947 at Hamburg. 

Charge:(l) That at divers places they wore concornod with other 
persons in tho killing of prisonors of war who had 
escaped from Stalag Luft III. 

(2) That they wore concerned with other people in carrying 
out orders which were contrary tu tl*. laws ana usages 
of war, namely orders to kill prisonors of war who had 
escaped from Stalag Luft TIT. 

(3) ( ...gainst 2 accused only): That betwcon Hamburg and 
Keiserlnjitern, Grrmanv, when members r the Sanrbruokon 
Gestapo, they wore concerned in the killing of 2 members 
of the R..aF., -prisoners of v.*ar» 

( 4 ) (Against 1 accused only): That in tho vioinity of Natz- 
woilcr, when Chief of tho Strasbourg Gestapo, he was 
Ooncornod in the killing of a member of the R. A*F*, a 
prisoner of war# 

( 5 ) ( Against 4 accused): That whon mombors of tho Karlsruhe 
Gestapo, they woro concerned in tho killing of a momiber 
of the R. A.F., a prisoner of war. 

(6) (Against 3 accused): That whon members of tho Munich 

Gestapo, thoy were concornod in the killing of 2 members 
of the South African Air ^orco, prisoners of war. 

(7) (Against 3 accused): That whon members of the Kial 
Gestapo, thoy wore concerned in the killing of a member 
of the Royal Australian .'dr Force, 2 mombor3 of the Royal 
Now Zealand Air Forco and 1 mombor of the R.A.F., all 
prisoners of war. 

(8) (Against 3 accused): That when members of tho Kiel 
Gestapo they wero ooncernod in tho killing of 2 members 
of the Royal Now Zealand Air Foroo and a mombor of the 

R. A.F., all prisonors of war. 

(9) (against 1 accused only): That in Czechoslovakia, whan a 
member of tho Zlin Gronzpolizoi, ho v/as concornod in tho 
killing of a mombor of tho Royal Canadian Air F 0 roo, and 
a membor of tho R..4F., prisoners of war. 

Verdict: All the accused guilty of one or more charges. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 14, 

Imprisonment for life, 2, 

" " 10 years, 2. 

468) Trial of Col. Matao Kume and 17 others of the Japanese Army. 

J. Date & Fiace of Trial: 11th August - 4th September 1947 at Rangoon. 
Charge: That when officers, and NGOs on the staff of the H.Q., 

S. E.Burma Kempeitai... .all being responsible for the 
lives of the civilian political prisoners at Moulmein 
Jail were concerned in the killing of 26 Buroan 
prisoners detained at the jail. 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 10, 

Imprisonment for 15 yuars, 1, 

" " 12 " 1 , 

" " 7 « 1 , 

» " 5 " 3, 

" » 2 " 2 . 

One sentenoe not confirmed* 

8 sentences to death commuted to imprisonment for 

' 10 years. 

9 sentences confirmed. 


C_ 

' J 

469 ) Trial of Major Sotsuji.ro Monde and Sgt.Maj. Noriharu Taauno. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 14 - 22 August 1947 at Rangoon. 

Charge: Being concerned in the ill-treatment of a Chinoso 

civilian resident of Burma, in oonsequenoe of '.vhioh 
tho said person died. 

Voriictj Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, vdth exceptions, 1. 

Sentence: imprisonment for 3 years, 1. 

Confirmed. 

470) Trial of Lt. Soi.iiro Ido and Sgt. Kiichi Kabeva of the Japanese Armv. 

J, Data & Place of Trial: 18 - 25 August 1947 at Maymyo. 

Oharge: (l) Being concerned in tho ill-troatmont of 2 civilian 
residents of Burma. (2) being concerned in the ill- 
treatment of a native of Burma, which resulted in the 
death of tho said person, a civilian roaidont (2 ohargos 
against both accused). (^gainst Kiichi Kabeya only): 

Boing concerned in the ill-treatment of a civilian 
resident of Burma, 

Verdict: Both guilty c 

Sentences: Imprisonment for lifo, 1, 

" ‘ :l 15 years, lo 

Confirmed. 

471 ) Trial of Willi Berhard Karl Tcssnann and 9 others, all Goman nationals. 

Dato & Placo of Trial. 1st - 24th September, 1947 at Hamburg. 

Charges:(l)That when members of the 3taff of Fuhlsbuttol Prison, 
they wore concerned in tho ill-treatment of allied 
nationals intern.d therein. 

(2) (Against 4 accused only): that in the vicinity of 
Hamburg thoy wore concerned in the killing of 11 allied 
nationals, formerly internod in Fuhlsbuttol Prison. 

(3) (Against 5 accused only): That "between Fuhlsbuttel and 

, • Kiel-Hasseo, they were concerned in the ill-treatment 

and killing of allied nationals during their evacuation 
from Fuhlsbuttel Prison to Kiel-Hassee. 

Verdict: Charge against one accused not proceeded with on 

humane grounds - she was incurably ill. 

Not guilty, 2, 

Guilty, 7. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 3, 

Imprisonment for 15 years, 1, 

" " 10 " 2 , 

" " 5 " 1 , 

472) Trial of Sgt.Maj. Takeshi Nakamura of tho Japanese Army. 

J. Date & Placo of Trial: 5-10 Sopt^mber 194? at Taiping. 

Charga: Being concerned in tho ill treatment of 5 civilian 

.residents of Malaya. 

Verdict: Guilty, with excaption. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 months. 

Confirmed:, 

473) Trial of Sgt.Maj.Mitsuo Ohashi and ogt. Tokahashi Ueda of the Japanese 

J. Army. 

Date & Place of Trial: 9th September 1947 at Kuala Lumpur. 

Charges: Being concerned in the ill-tro-itmont of civilian residents 

of Malaya. (3 charges). 

V or d,ict: Both accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 5 years, 1, 

" " 4 " 1. 


Conf irmod, 






474) Trial of Sgt.Maj. Yoshio liaehara of the Japanese Army. 

J. Data & Place of Trial: lQch - 15th September'1947 at Rangoon. 

Charge: Being concerned in the ill-treatment of 8 civilian 

residents of Burma, resulting in the physical 
suffering of the aforesaid persons. (2 charges). 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: imprisonment for 5 years. 

Confirmed. 

475 ) Trial of Sgt. Ryosaku Toyama of the Japanese Army. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 19th - 26th September 1947 at Rangoori. 

Charge:(l) Being concerned in the ill-treatment of a civilian 
inhabitant uf Burma, vftdch requited in lire death. 

(2) Being concerned in the ill-treatment of a civilian 
inhabitant of Burma, including boating with a stick 
on the body and water torture. 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 15 years. 

Confirmed, but 5 years imprisonment remitted. 


476 ) Trial of Paul Adolf Karl R G ppin and 21 others, German nationals. 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 8th October - 3rd Novcritoer, 1947 at 
Hamburg. (Tho"Fuhlsbuttel III" case). 

Charge*:(l) That they at Puhlsbuttcl, between April 1943 and 

April ]945 whan members of the staff of Puhlabuttol 
• ’ Prison,... wore concerned in tie ill-troatmont of 

Allied Nationals interned therein. 

(2) (Against 2 accused only): That in the vicinity of 
Hamburg, between April 1943 and April 3945. they woro 
oonccrned in tho ill-treatment of Allied Nationals. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 12. 

Guilty, 10. (One with exceptions). 


Sentences: 



1 . 

1 # 

3, 

1 » 

1 , 

1 . 


477) Trial of W/0 Chokichi Shimada ana 4 others, Japanese nationals. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 2nd - 7th January 1947 at Changi. 

Charge: ®oing concerned in tho ill-treatment of Indian, 

Chinese and other allied nationals, residents of 
Bangkok. (5 chargos against all or Several accused). 
Vordiot: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment fur 10 years, 1, 

" v 7 " 1 , 



" 1 yoar and 


fino of ^2000/- in 
Malayan Currency, 1. * 

478) Trial of Colonol Junichi Nakano and 2 others, Japanese nationals. 
J. Date & Place of Trial: 10th April - 28th July 1947 at Hong Kong* 
Charge: Being cincornod in tho ill-troatmont resulting in 

deaths of Ut'isjners of war and civilian internoos in 
various camp3. (6 chargos). 

Verdict: Guilty, 3 C 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 20 years, J, 

" " 15 " 1, 

» " x m 1# 

Confirmed. 



474) Trial of Sgt.Maj. Yoshio Maehara of the Japanese Army. 

J # Cate & Place of Irial: lGch - 15th September'1947 at Rangoon. 


Charge: 


Verdict: 
Sentence: 


Being concerned in the HI-iresfitment of 8 oivilian 
residents of Bumna, resulting in the physioal 
suffering of the aforesaid persons. (2 charges). 
Guilty. 

Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Confirmed. 


475) Trial of Sgt. Ryosaku Toyama of the Japanese Army, 

J. Cate & Place of Trial: 19t'n - 26th September 1947 at Rangoort, 

Charge:(l) Being concerned in the ill-treatment of a oivilian 
iniiabitant of Burma, which resulted in his death. 

(2) Being concerned in the ill-treatment of a civilian 
inhabitant of Burma, including boating with a stick 
on the body and water torture. 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 15 years. 

Confirmed, but 5 years imprisonment remitted. 

476) Trial of Paul Adolf Karl R G ppin and 21 others, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 8th October - 3rd Novciibcr, 1947 at 
Hamburg. (Tho"Puhlsbuttel III" case). 

Chargor :(l) That they at Fuhlsbuttcl, between April 1943 and 

April 1945 whon numbers of the staff of Fuhlsbuttol 
• ' Prison,... wore concerned in tie ill-traatmont of 

Allied Nationals interned therein, 

(2) (Against 2 accu3ad only): That in the vicinity of 
Hamburg,- between April 1943 and April ]945, they woro 
concerned in the ill-treatment of Allied Nationals. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 12. 

Guilty, 10. (One with exceptions). 

Sontencos: Imprisonment for 15 years, 1, 


12 

7 

6 

5 

3 

2 . 


1 . 

3, 

1 , 

1 , 

2 , 

1 . 


477) Trial of W/0 Chokichi Shimada ana 4 othux's, Japanese nationals. 
J. Date & Place of Trial: 2nd - /t'n January 1947 at Changi. 


478) 

J. 


Charge s 


Vordiot: 
Sentences: 


^oing concerned in the ill-treatment of Indian, 
Chinese and other allied nationals, residents of 
Bangkok. (5 charges against all or bovcral accused), 
All found guilty. 

Imprisonment for 10 years, 1, 


5 


1 , 

If 

1 # 


H it 

II ft 

» . "4 

" " 1 year and 

fino of jd 2000/- in 
Malayan Currency, 1. 


Trial of Colonel Juniohi Nukano and 2 others, Japanoso nationals. 
Date & Place of Trial: ]0th April - 28th July 1947 at Hong Kong* 


Chargo: 


Verdict: 

Sentences: 


Being c oncer-nod in the ill-treatment resulting in 
doaths of prisoners of war and civilian internoos in 
various cpJirps. (6 charges). 

Guilty, 3t 

Imprisonment for 20 yoars, 1, 


15 

1 


If 

1. 


Confirmed, 
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479) Tjfial of Kosaburo Tsuohida and Choah Kan Sang, alias Nagata, both 
j. civilians in tho service of the Occupying Powor# 

Date & Place of Trial: 11th - 30th July, 1947 at Kuala lunrpur# 
Charge: Being ooncornod in tho ill-treatment of civilians in 

custody, resulting io some deaths, 

Vardiot: Guilty, 2. 

Sontcnocs: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 15 years, 1, 

‘ Oonfirmod, 


480) Trial of Lt, Chikuro Obata and 7 others, Japanese .nationals, 

J, Dato & Place of Trial: 5th August - 17th September 1947 at Ilong Kung, 

. i , n m , i , 1.1 j A. | _ . 


'■'hargo: Ill-treatment of Chinoso residents 

resulting in son: deaths, 

Vardiot: N a t guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 7. 

Sentences: Doath by hanging. 

Imprisonment for 12 years, 

ii ii ^ •» 


in the Nov; Torritorios 


5 

3 

1 


Confirmed, 


1 , 

1 . 

1 , 

2 , 

1 # 

1 . 


481) Trial of Sgt, Nobuyuki Buwano, a Japanese national# 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 20th August - 1st S c ptembor 1947 at Hong Kong, 
Charge: Being concerned in tho ill-trcatmont of civilian 

residents of Hong Kong, 

Vcrdiot: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, with exceptions, 1, 

Sentenoo* Imprisonment for 18 months, 

Oonfirmod, 


482> Trial of Capt. Kunio Oda and Sgt, Kazuni Ono, Japanese nationals# 

J, Dato & Place of Trial: 27th august - 15 th September 1947 &t Rangoon, 

Charge: Ill-troatmcnt of 80(or thoroabouts) civilian residents of 

Burma, and being concerned in tho killing of 31 civilian 
residents of Burma. (2 chargos). 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentences: Doath by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 10 ycur 3 , 1, 

Oonfirmod, 

483) Trial of Sgt, Maj. Tomio Fugii and Sgt. Maaaru Tsukakita, Japanoso 

J# nationals, 

Dato <& Place of Trial: 5th - 13 th September 1947 at Rangoon, 

Charge: Being concerned in tho ill-trcatmont of 3 civilian 

residents of Burma, in oonsoquenco of which tho said 
persons diod. 

Verdict• Both guilty with exceptions. 

Sentences: Inprisonment for life, 1, 

" " 5 years, 1, 

First sentenco commuted to imprisonment for 15 years# 
SoOond sontence oonfirmod# 

484) Trial of Sgt, Maj, Ioharu Takakura, Japanoso national, 

J# Dato & Place of Trial): 30th S G pt. - 10th Oct,, 1947 at Hayn\yo. 

Charge: Boing concerned in the ill-trcatmont of 8 oivilian 

residents of Burma. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 14‘yoars# 

4 years later romitted from sentonca# 










405) Trial of Lt« Gonji Shioda of the Japanoao army, 

J, Data <& place of Trial* 2nd - 7th October 1947 at Rangoon. 

Charge* Being concerned in the unlawful killing of a oivilian 
re aidant of Buma. 

Verdiot* Guilty. 

Sontonca* Death by hanging. 

Conf irnwd. 

4£t>) Trial of Yoso Maada, a civilian of ttw Japanese army. 

J. Date 1 liaco of Txiul: loth - Aitn Uotobor 1947 at Kuala Lumpur. 
Charcrei Being concerned in thu ill-truaLmunt of civilian 

residents of Malaya* 

Verdiot* Guilty. 

Sentenoe: Imprisonment for 3 yea*a. 

Confirmed. 










■9 


I 


■ 1 ' 









» mm 

tv, United St&tos Casos, , 

372) Trial of Josiaa princo zu Y/aldook and 30 others, (the Buchonwald 
Ooncantration Oamp trial*) 

Data & Place of Trial 1 11th April - 14th August 1947 at Dachau 
before a do no rad Military Govemnont Court. 

Charge! That they did aid, abot or participate in the opera¬ 
tion of the Buohonwald Ooncontration Oanp and its 
by-camps during a period of ti©j from 1 Septombor 
1939 till approximately 8th May 1945# and.,,that 
they did subject tho innatos, who were Dutch, British 
Polish, Fronoh, American, Luxuiauourg and other 
nationals, to tuatinws, tortures, HI lings, 3tarv:> 

, . tions and other indignities* 

Vozdiot J All found guilty* 

Sentences! D oa th by hanging, 22, 

Imprisonment for- life, 5# 

" 20. yoars, 1, 

" " 15 " 2, 

10 " 1 . 


n 


373) Trial of Joseph Bockor, Priodrich Booker, and 50 others, German 

nationals or persons noting with German nationals* 

, (The Plo3sonburg Concentration Camp Trial), 

Dpte & Place of Trial! 14th May 1946 - 22nd January 1947 at 
Daohau, 

Ohargo: That, acting in pursuance of a oommon design**** 

they did, at or near tho vicinity of Plossonburg 
Concentration Oamp and its out-camps,..,*botwoQn 
1 January 1942 and 8th May 1945# wilfully, delibera¬ 
tely and wrongfully oncourago, aid, abot and 
participate in the subjection of roles, Frenchmen, 
Yugoslavs, citizens of tho Soviet Union, Norwegians, 
Danes, Bolfians, citizens of tho Netherlands, citi¬ 
zens of the Grand Duchy of Luxembourg, British 
subjects, stateless persona, Czechs, citizons of tho 
United States of America and other non-Gorman 
nationals who wore then and thoro in tho custody of 
tho then German Reich and membors of the armed 
foroos of nations then at war with tho then Gorman 
Roioh who woro then and thoro surrendered and unarmed 
.prisoners of war,,, to kildingo, boatings, torturos, 
starvation, aluaes and indignities, the exact names 
and numbers of such persons being unknown, but 
aggrogating many thousands* 

Verdiot! Trial of Atepan Jczctynekyi (accuaod No*45) to bo 
continued at a later date because of tho dolays 
involvod in translating from Fronoh, Polish and 
othor languages into Russian as well as English and 
German* 

Not Guilty, 11,(against 6 of whom tho chargos woro 

withdrawn on the 113th day of trial.) 

Guilty, 43. 

Sentences! Doath by hanging, 15, 

Imprisonment for life, 11, 

" " 30 years, 1, 

4, 

4 , 

3, 

1 , 

1 . 


" 20 " 

" 15 " 

" 10 " 

" 3g • 
" 1 " 












- 10 - 

374 ) Trial of Frans Auer and 13 others. (The MUehldorf trial). 

Date & Place of Trial: 1st April - 13 th May 1947 at Daohau. 

Oharge: , A oopy of tho charge i 3 not included In the 
transcript availublo to the Secretariat, but 
reference is made in the proceedings to part of it, 
as follows: That the Conoontration Camp Muchldorf was 
a aub-oamp of Dachau. Tho Pro 3 eoutor referred to a 
now form of Indiotment, i.o, that acting together, in 
a common dosign, thoy oporatod a ooncontration oarap 
and that their illegal and murderous acts vraro only 
included as port of tho principal aot, the operation 
of the camp. 

Verdict: Insufficient sgyinst accused No,2., (Karl 

fcaenmann.) Dismissed on 14th day of trial. 

Not Guilty, 1,* 

Guilty, 12. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 5# 

Imprisonnent for life, 2, 

" " 20 years, 2 , 

. " •' 15 " 2 , 

" " 10 " 1 . 

375) TrUil of Jurgen Stroop and 21 others, all German nationals, one of 

whom was tried in absentia. 

Date & Place of Trial: ICth January - Maroh 1947 at Daohau. 

Oharge: That they participated irr a common design and a 

criminal conspiracy, particularly by dissomination 
of illogal orders which brought about the mistreat¬ 
ment and killing of surrendered and unarmed prisoners 
of war; that thoy were members of oortain organizations 
. deolarod criminal by tho I.M.T. at Nuremberg, with tho 
knowledge that those organizations ware being used in 
tho commission of acts' doclarod criminal by that 
tribunal; and eight charges of speoific murders 
Committed on cortain dates and at certain plaoos, 
of surrendered and unarmed prisoners of war, all of 
which occurred in Germany during the war. (10 ohargos 
in all). 

Transcript available only until 34th day of trial. 
Verdict and sontenoos to follow. 

• r » 

376) Trial of Tito Ronoaglia, an Italian National. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 3-8 August 1947 at Loghorn, Italy. 

Charge: That as a member of tho Fascist organisation of Italy, 

. acting with and in support of combatant foroos of tho 

German Reich... did wrongfully, unlawfully and contrary 
, to tho laws of war, summarily kill S/Sgt Dale E. King, 

, a member of tho military forces of tho U.S.A., by 

shooting him with a gun. 

Vordicts Guilty. 

Sentenca* Doath by hanging. 

Sentenco approved. • ' 

377) Trial of Karl Ad ami, Adolf Balta 3 and 6 0 ;hers, nationals of Germany, 

Roumania and Czechoslovakia. 

Date & Plaoo of Trial: 11-14 October, 1946 bofore an Intermediate 
Military Government Court at Daohau. 

Charge: (l) That aoting in pursuance of a common design to oonmit 
acts hereinafter alleged and as individuals aiding tho 
operation of the Dachau Concentration Camp and camps 
, subsidiary thereto, did, at, or in tho vicinity of 

Dachau and Landsbcrg, Gcimary, between 1 Jan.1942 and 
29 April 1945, wilfully deliberately and wrongfully 
participate in tho subjartion of civilian nationals 
(f nations thon at war with the then Gorman Reich to 
cruelties and mistreatment, tho exact names and numbors 
of such civilian nationals boing unknown but aggregating 
mary thousands who wero thon and there in tho custody of 
the thon German Reich in oxorcisc of belligerent control. 
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Chargo; ( 2 ) As Chargo 1, but the acts took placo at Daohau, 

and oonccrnod members of the armod forcos of nations 
then at war with the then German Rcioh, who wero thon 
and thero surrendered and unarmed prisoners of war in 
the custody of the then German Reich, 

Verdioti Each accused guilty, 

Sontcncos: Imprisonment for 3 yoars, 1, 

" " 2 years, 2 , 

" " 6 months, 5 * 

Sentences approved v/ith the exception of ono (6 months) 
which was disapproved, 

373) Trial of Johann Barzon and 7 othor 3 , nationals of Gormapy, Yugo¬ 
slavia or Roumanian 

Dato <4 Place of Trials l 6 th October 1946 at Dachau, 

Chargo: Two chargos, exactly as in oaso No, 377, 

Vordict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty , 7« 

Sontenooi Imprisonment for 18 months, 7* 

Approved, 

379) Trial of Thomas Bruocker and 7 others, nationals of Germany, 

Hungary and Roumania, 

Dato A Placo of Trial: 23 - 24 October 1946 at Dachau, 

Charge: ^wo chargos, exactly as in ease No, 377» 

Verdict:-- All accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 2 years, 3* 

" " 18 months, 4 , 

" " 15 " 1. 

bentonoo of 15 months disapproved. 

All other findings and sentences approvod, 

380) Trial of Wilhelm Vclton and 9 othors,nationals of Germany# Hungary, 

Roumania and Czechoslovakia. 

Date A Place of Trial: 12 th December 1946 before an Intermediate 
Military Government Court at Dachau, 

Chargo: Two ohargos similar to caso No, 377* 

Vordict: Not guilty, 2 , 

Guilty , 8 . 

Sentences, Imprisonment for 2 years, 2, 

" " 21 months, 5 , 

" " 18 " 1 . 

Ono sontonco of 21 months, disapproved. 

All othor sentences approvod, 

381) Trial of Hans Toollo and Herbert Langncr, German nationals, 

Dato & Place of Trial: 12th July 1946 at Dachau, boforo a General 
Military Government Court. 

Ohargo: That thoy did wilfully, doliborately and wrongfully 

encourage, aid, abet and porticipato ; in the killing 
* of a mcrabor of the U. S.Aray, unoxnad and in the act 
of surrondoring himself as a Po'W. 

Verdict: Langnor, not guilty, 

Toollo, guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for six years. 

Approvod, 

382) Trial of Anton Doork and 3 others, German nationals, 

Dato A Placo of Trial: 24 th October 1946 at Dachau. 

Chargoi That thoy wrongfully onoouragod, aidod, abetted and 

participated in an assault upon an unknown moraber of the 
armed forcos of the U,S,, v/ho was then an unarmed, 
surrondorod PoYf, by hitting and kicking him, 

Vordict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty , 3. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 17 months, 1, 

" " 16 " 1, 

" '• 14 " 1 . 

Confirmed. 










383) Trial cf Peter Scherf, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 14th. April 1947 at JJaohau. 

Charge: That he did wilfully, deliberately and wrongfully 

encourage, aid, abet and participate in committing 
assaults upon a member of the Armed Forces of a 
nation then at war with the then German Reich, who 
Was then «nd there a surrendered and unaimed prisoner 
of war in the custody of the then German Reich. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence« ImpriSuhuwnt with hard laoour for 5 years. 

Approved. 

384) Trial of Otto Becker and 6 others, nationals of Germany, Yugoslavia 

and Roumania# 

Date & Place of Trial: 21st - 23rd October 1946 at Daohau# 

Charge* Two charges, as in case Wo. '377* 

Verdict: All accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 5 yoars, 1, 

" " .3 " 2 , 

11 » 2 " 1 

" "21 months 1 , 

• » n !Q •• 2 , 

Approved. 

385 ) Trial of Ruclclf Dippo and 6 others, all German nationals# 

Date & Place of Trial: 25 - 29 October 1946 at Dachau# 

Charge: Two charges similar to case No. 377# 

Verdiot:* Not guilty, 3* 

Guilty, 4# 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 5 years, 2, 

11 11 2 *• 2 , 

Approved. 

386 ) Trial of Franz Bezak and 7 othors, nationals of Germany, Roumania 

and Czechoslovakia. 

Date & Place of Trial: 4th November 1946 before an Intermediate 
Military Government Court at Dachau. 

Two charges, similar to case No. 377• 

Not guilty, 3 , . 

Guilty, 5. 

Imprisonment for 2 years, 5* 

One sentence disapproved. 

All other sentences approved. 

38?) Trial of Wilhelm Buchler and 6 others, nationals of Germany or 

Roumania* 

Dato & Place of Trial: 30th October 1946 at Daohau. 

Ohargej Two charges similar to oaso No. 377* 

Verdiot: All accused found guilty. 

Sentences: Inprisonmont for 18 months, 7* 

Findings and sentences against two accused disapproved. 
All other findings and sentenoos approved# 


Charge: 
Verdiot: 

Sentences: 


388) Trial of Josef Gombkoto and 6 othors, nationals of Germany, 
Yugoslavia and Czechoslovakia# '• 

Date & place of Trial: 31st October 1946 at Dachau# 


Charge: Two charges similar to case No. 

Vordict: Not guilty, 2, 

Guilty, 5. 

Sentences: Inprisonment for 3 years, 1, . 

it " 2 " . 4* 

Approved. 


377 . 











389) Trial of Wtlli Fischer and 4 others, German nationals. 

Date A Place of Trials 26th February - 6th March 19^7 at Daohsu. 
Charge: Two charges similar to case No. 377* 

Verdict: Not guilty, 1. 

. Guilty, 4. 

Sentences: Death by hanging,, 2, 

Imprisonment for lifo, 1, 

" " 2 years, 1. 

Confirmed. 


390) Trial of Christian Georg Heller and Otto Schraelzie. 

Dat«^ & Place uf Trial; 24 - 25 July 1947 before a General Military 
Court at Dachau. 

Charge: Two chargos similar to crso No. 377. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 2* 


391) Triad of Alois Hockort, a Gornvm soldier. 

Date A. Place of Trial: 17th October, 1946 before a General 
Mil it .ary Government Court at Daohau. 

Charge: That he did, at Valognes, Prance, vulfully encourage 

and participate in the killing of two unknown 
American prisoners of v.ur. 

Verdiot: . Not guilty. 


392) Trial of Heinz Franz Herbert Minx, a German national. 

Date A Plaoe of Trial: 4-5 June 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: That ho did, at Muenstodt, Germany, ... deliberately 

encouraga and participate in the killing of two 
. unidentified airmen, boiioved to bo American PoWs. 

Verdiot: Not guilty. 


393) Trial of Kiyofusa Sakaguchi and 2 others, Japanese nationals. 

J, Dato A Place of Trial; 13th August - 5th September 1947 at 
Yokohama. 

Charge: That they did violate the laws and customs of war. 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

. Sentences* Imprisonment for 25 years with hard labour, 1, 

fl II if It II II J 


394) Trial of Eiichi Ito, a Japanese National. 

J, • Date A Place of Trial: 14th - 21st August 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge: Boating, forcing sick PoWs to work, torture, mass 

punishment, at PoW comps. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sontenco: Iiqpri3onment for 8 yuars with hard labour. 

395) Trial of Hichiro Tsuchiya, a Japanese national. 

J. Date A Place of Trial: 10th “ 11th September 1947 at Yokohama. 
Charge: Boating, starving, torturing and abusing PoWs. 

Verdicts Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 15 years with hard labour. 


396) 

J. 


Trial of Takeo Watanabo and Masarai Kanno, Jupaneso nationals. 

Dato A Plaoe of Trials 31st July - 8th August 1947 at Yokohama. 
Charge: Beating, abusing, causing death, torture awi gross 

mistreatment of prisoners of war. 

Veidict: Both found guilty. 

SontoncesS Imprisonment for 10 years with hard labour, 1, 

II If 7 ff If tf It 
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397) Trial of Shigoru Numojiri and 7 others, Japanose Nationals. 

J, Data & Place of Trial: 10th July - 7th August 1947 Yokohwia. 

Charge: Abusing, causing death, misappropriation of Red Cross 

• Supplies, torture and gross mistreatment of P 0 W 3 . 

Vordict: Not guilty, 3* 

Guilty, 5. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 18 years with hard labour, 1, 


IS 

5 

3 


1, 

2 , 

1. 


398) Trial of Shinobu Shichino and 2 others, Japanese nationals. 

J, Dato and Place of Trial: 11th - 28th August 1947 at Yokohama. 

Chargo: Boating, torturing, abusing and contributing to the 

death of prisoners of v.*ar. 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sontenccsi Death by hanging, 1 , 

Imprisonment for life with hard labour, 1, 

" " 25 years, " " 1 * 

399) Trial of Sakujiro Aramaki and 6 others, Japaneso nationals. 

J, Dato & Placo of Trial: 29 July - 15 August 1947 at Yokohama. 

Chargo: Beating, torturing, abusing arvi contributing to the 

death of prisoners of war. 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 25 years, with hard labour, 2, 
ft tt 20 w *• 19 91 

tt ti 25 w 11 2« 

AOO) Trial of Masaji Takaku, a Japanese national. 

J. ' Dato & Placo of Trial: 1 - A August 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge: Boating, abusing -and mistreating prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sontonco: Imprisonment for 10 years with hard labour. 


1*0l) Trial of Shigakazu Kiya, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & placo of Trial: 4th - 12th August 1947 at Yokohama. 

Chargo: Beating, abusing, contributing to the death of and 

rofusing medical attention to prisoners of war. 

Vo rdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years with hard labour. 

1*02) Trial of Toshihisa Yamamoto, a Japanoso national. ; 

J. Dato & Placo of Trial: 7th - 8th August 1947 at Yokohama, 

Chargo: Mistreating, beating and abusing prisoners of war. 

Vordict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years with hard labour. 

1+03) T r ial of Yoshio Hori and 4 others, Japanese nationals, 

J. ' Date & Place of Trial: 25th July - 15th August 1947 at Yokohama. 
Chargo: Boating, abusing and contributing to the death of 

prisoners of war. 

Vo idiot: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 4. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for }0 years with hard labour, 1, 

* 11 11 25 11 n 11 •• 2 

ft fi 20 99 11 49 ,f 1 # 


1*04) Trial of Kancichi Koike, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Placo of Trial: 9 - 12 Soptambor 1947 at Yokohama. 
Charge: Unlawful killings of prisoners of war. 

Vo rdict: Guilty. 

Sontonco: Imprisonmont for 4 years with hard labour. 
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405) Trial of Eitaro Uchiyama and 7 others, Japanese nationals. 

J, Date * Placo of Trial; 18 July - 28 August 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge; Unlawful execution of 2 American prisoners of war. 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sentences* Death by hanging, 1. 

Imprisonment for 30 years with hard labour, 2 , 

it t» 25 W tt It II ^ 

II II JQ II II II t» ^ 

II II ^ II II II !« 

406) Trial, of Tomikuni tfatanabo, a Japanese national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial; 5th August 1947 at Yokohama# 

Charge: Boating, abusing, mistreating. 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 years with hard labour. 

407) Trial of Shinichi Tanaka, a Jnpaneso national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 1st - 12th August 194-7 at Yokohama. 

Charge: Abuse, contributing to death, misappropriation of 

Red Cross supplies, force to sign false medical 
death certificates, against prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 18 months with hard labour, 

408) Trial of Kciichi Nakatani, a Japanese national# 

J. Date & Place'of Trial: 27th - 29th August 194-7 at Yokohama# 

Charge: Mistreatment, abuso and beatiag of PoV/s, 

Verdict: Not guilty, 

409) Trial of Tokio Tobita, a Japanese national. 

J, Date & Place of Trial: 21st - 29th August 1947 at Yomoharaa, 

Charge: Beating, abusing and gross mistreatment of PcWs. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentcnoo: Inprisonmont for 30 years with hard labour# 

410) Trial of Noboru Seki, a Japanese national# 

J. . Date & Place of Trial: 18th - 22nd August 1947 at Yokohama# 

Charge: Boating, abusing, contributing to the death of, and 

command responsibility for prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 20 years with hard labour# 

411) Trial of Iju Sugasawa and 3 others, Japanese nationals# 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 3rd - 10th September 1947 at Yokohama. 
Charge: Choking, shooting, stabbing and otherwise abusing 

prisoners of war 0 
Verdict: All fbuni guilty. 

Sentences: loath by hanging, 4o 

412) Trial of Toshi Akutsu, a Japanoso national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: ? 6 th August - 9th Sopttfnbcr 1947 at 
Yokohama. 

Charge: Command responsibility, abuso, torture, gross 

mistreatment of prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentonco; Imprisonment fur 5 yoars with hard labour. 

413) Trial of Chosuko Onodora and Masaji Ino, Japanoso nationals. 

J* Date & Place of Trial: 21st August - 8th Soptcmbcr 1947 at Yokohama. 


Charge: 


Vordict: 
Sentences; 


Beating, mistreatment, torture and contributing to the 
death of prisoners of war of British, Amaiioan, Dutoh 
and Australian nationalities. 

Guilty, 2. 

imprisonment for life with hard labour, 2# 








434 ) Trial of Mutsuo Okubo, a Japanese national* 

J. Data A Place of Trial: 9th 3 e pteraber 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge* Beating and abusing prisoners of war. 

' Verdict: Guilty. 

■ Sentenoo: Imprisonment for 2 years with hard labour. 

415 ) Trial of Takoyasu Nishi, a Japanese national, 

J. Date A Tiaoe of Trial: 13th September 1947 at Yokohama* 

Chargo: Beating and abusing prisoners of war* 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentenoo: Trrpriaonr’ont for H yco;re with hard labour* 

416) Trial of Ernst von Wcizsaeckor and 20 others (Subsequent Proceedings 

Case No. ll). 

So far, only the Indictment of this case is available 
to tho Secretariat of tho Commission. Tho accused 
woro all German ministerial staff. 

Count 1: Planning, preparation, initiation and v/aging 
of 1 wars of aggrossion and invasions of other countries. 
Count 2: Common Plan and Conspiracy. 

Count 3: War Crimes: Murder and ill-treatment of 
bolligoronts and prisoners of war. 

Count 4: Crinos against Humanity: Atrooitios and 
offences committed against German nationals on 
Politioal, Racial and Religious grounds from 1933 to 
1939. 

Count 5« War crimes and Crimos against Humanity: 
Atrocitios and offoncos committed against civilian 
populations. 

Count 6; War Crimes and Crincs against Humanity: 

Plunder and Spoliation. 

Count 7* War Crimes and Crimes against Humanity: 

Slave labour. 

Count 8: Membership in criminal organizations. 

417) Trial of Koniohi Kondo, a Japuno30 national. 

J. Cato & Placo of Trial; 5 th August - 1st Novembor 1946 at Yokohama. 
Charge: That at a Po»« oamp, tho accusod, then a private in tho 

arraod forcos of Japan, did violato the lav/s and 
customs of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentenoo: Imprisonment for 12 years. 

418) Trial of Otto Skorzony and 9 othors, nationals of Gormany, Austria, 

and the Netherlands. 

Date A Place of Trial; 18th August - 9th. September 1947 at Dachau. 

* Charge: (l) That with othor persons, at sundry times between about 
1 October 1944 a»l about 15 January 1945 in the 
vicinity of tho Kingdom of Bolgiura, and tho then German 
Roich, acting in pursuance of a comcn design to oommit 
tho acts hereinafter alleged, did wrongfully oncourago, 
aid, abo-t and participate in tho improper use of the 
military insignia, badgos, emblams, markings and uni¬ 
form of the armod forces of tho (T, R, A, , by ontorlng 
into oombat disguisod therewith and troachorously firing 
upon and killing members of tho Armod Forces of tho 
Unitod States of America. 

(.2) Ill-troatmont, killing, shooting, abuso and torturo of 
members of tho armod forces of the U. S.A. who woro then 
surrendered and unarmed pri3onors of war, 

( 3 ) That acting in pursuance of a oonmon design, did wrong- 
• fully onoourago, aid, abet and participate in the 

removing, appropriating and using uniforms, identifica¬ 
tion 'document 3 , insignia of rank, docorations and othor 
offcots and objects of personal uao in tho possession of 
members of tho armod forco3 of the U.S.A. who woro then 
and there surrendered and unarmed prisoners of war. 










(4) That togothcr with other persons, •..they did wrongfully 
encourago, aid, abet and participate, to their own use 
• . and bonofit, in obstructing and preventing the receipt 

and delivery of Rod Gross and other porools, containing 
food and clothing, consigned to members of the A^oed 
Porco3 of the United States of America, who ware then 
and thcro surrondorod and unarmed prisoners of war in 
the custody of tho then Gorman Reich, 

Verdicts Two aocusod found Not Guilty on 7th day of trial. 

All other aocusod acquittod* 

419) Trial of Andreas Muollcr and 7 others, nationals of Germany, Roumania, 

Date A Place of Trial: 5-6 November 1946 at Dachau, 

Oharoo: Twr> charges similar to oaso N<j, 3/7» 

Verdict: One aocusod not guilty, 

Savon found guilty. 

Sentences; Imprisonment for 2 years 6 months, 1, 

" " 2 years, 3# 

" " 1 year 8 months, 1, 

" " 1 year 6 months, 2« 

Findings and sentonccs approved, except one sontonoo of 
2\ years, which was reducod to imprisonment for ly years, 

420) Trial of Ernst Fraenzl and 7 others, nationals of Germany, Austria, 

Yugoslavia and Roumania. 

Date & Place of Trial: 6th November 1946 at Daohau, 

Charges Two charges similar to case No,377* 

Verdict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 7« 

Sentonooa: Imprisonment for 3 years 1, 

" " 2 " 4 , 

M " 1 year 9 months, 1, 

" "1 "7 " 1, 

Confirmed, 


421) Trial of Jacob Ad and 7 others, nationals of Germany and Czechoslovakia* 
Date & Place of Trial; 4-5 November 1946 at Dachau. 

Charge: Two chargos similar to case No, 377, 

Verdiats /ill found guilty, after one nanw had been delated from 

the Charges and Particulars, 

Sentenoos: Xmprisonnont for 2 ^ years, 1, 

" " 2 '• 3, • 

" " l£ " 3. 

• Confirmed, 


422) Trial of Albin J 0 hann Heller and 7 others, nationals of Gennary, 
Roumania, and one whose nationality is unknown, 

Dato A Place of Trial: 7 - 14 November 1946 at Dachau, 

Charges Two charges similar to case No. 377* 

Verdict: Not guilty, 2. 

Guilty, 5. 

Sentences: Inprisorrmont for 8 years, 2, 

5 ", 1, 

3 " , 1, 

2 ", 1 . 

One sentence disapproved. One sentence of 5 years 
reducod to imprisonment for yoars. All others 
confirmed. 


423) Trial of Fritz Karl Ludwig Loonhardt and 6 others, nationals of Germany, 

Roumania and Yugoslavia. 

Date & Place of Trial: 14th November 1946 at Dachau, 

Charges Two chargos similar to caso No, 377, 

Vordiots N 0 t guilty, 2. 

Guilty, 5« 


Sentences: 


Inprisonmcnt for 2 years, 

" I. H 


3, 

2 . 


Confirmed, 
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424) Trial of Hans Ulrioh and Otto Morkle, German nationals* 

Data <4 Placo of Trial: 12th - 22nd November 1946 at Dachau* 
Chargo: T y p charges similar to ease No* 377* 

Vordiot: Both found guilty, 

Sontanoosi Imprisonment for 20 ya ars. 

Confirmed. 

425) Trial of Johann Batoha and 7 othors, nationals of either Germany 

or Austria. 

Date & Placa of Trial: 15th NovamBar 1946 at Dachau, 

Chargo: Two charges sijnilar to ease No* 377* 

VrmHot: Ona acousod, nolle prosequi* 

Two found not guilty, 

5 found guilty, 

Santencos: • Imprisonment for years, 1, 



Findings and sontenccs confirmed, but sentence of 
3^ years roducod to imprisonment for 2$ years, 

426) Trial of Alois Heinrich Bloesser and 7 othors, nationals of Germany, 

Roumania or Yugoslavia. 

Date & Place of Trial: 19 th - 20th November 1946 at Dachau* 
Charge: Two charges similar to case No* 377* 

Verdiot: The name of one accused was removed from the charge 

sheet by order of the Court, 

All other accused found guilty* 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 2 years, 4* 

" * " • 3 * 

Confimod* 

427) Trial of Ernst Gotthilf Eisenhardt and 6 others, nationals of 

Germany or Roumania, 

D_te * Place of Trial: 21st November 1946 at Dachau. 

Charge: Two charges similar to case No, 377* 

Verdiot: Not guilty, 1, 

Cuilty of one or both charges, 6, 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 2 years, 5, 

" " 1 yr.9 mths, 1, 

Approved, 

428) Tried of Erwin Hennecke and 5 others, nationals of Germany or 

’ Czechoslovakia, 

Date & Place 'of Trial: 6-9 December 1946 at Dachau. 

Charge: Two charges similar to case'No. 377* 

Verdiot: Not guilty, 3, 

Guilty, 1 3. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 2 years, 2, 

" " 20 months, 1* 

Approved, 

429) Trial of Herbert Kurt Franz Buengor and Pothers, 

Date & Place of Trial: 12th - 13th December, 1946 at Dachau. 
Charge: Two charges similar to ca3u No, 377* 

Verdict: Names of 3 accused stricken from the charge sheet 

and they were not before the court. 

Not guilty, 4* 

Guilty, 3. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 18 months, 3* 


430) Trial of Otto Herrloss aii 2 others, 

Date 4 place of Trial: 4-9 April 194/ at Dachau. 
Charge: Twi chargor similar to case No. 377* 

Verdiot: One accuser acquitted. 

Two accusod noither served nor tried. 
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(►31) Trial of Johann Baumgartner and. 6 others, nationals of Germany or 

Austria. 

Dato & place of Trail: 20th November 194-6 at Daohau. 

Charge: Two charges similar to caso No. 377* 

Verdiot: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 6. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for years, 2, 

" " 2 years, 4* 

Approved. 

4-32) Trial of Waldomar Kurt Hans Moeller and 8 others, 

Dato & Place of Trial; l6 - 17 December 194-6 at Dayliau. 

Chao.'go:. Two charges similar to case No.377* 

Verdiot: Not guilty, 3* 

Guilty, 6, 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 21 months, 3* 

" " 20 " 3 . 

One sentence of 20 months disapproved. All others 
approved. 

4-33) Trial of Hans Adam Burger and 9 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 17th Docarabor 1946 at Dachau. 

Charge: Two charges similar to case No. 377* 

Verdict: The names of 5 accused v/ero stricken from tho ohorgo 

and they were not bofore tho court. 

. Guilty, 5. 

Sentences: Imprisonmont for 21 months, 4. 

" " 20 " 1.. 

2 sentonoes of 21 months and one of 20 months, 
disapproved. Other tvro sentences approved# 

434 ) Trial of Friedrich Orend and 9 others, nationals of Germany, Austria, 

Eoumania or Czechoslovakia. 

Date & Place pf Trial: 26th December 1946 at Dachau. 

Charge: Two charges similar to oaso No. 377. 

Verdiot: Three of tho acousod were neither served nor tried. 

Guilty, 7. 

Sentences: Imprisonmont for 2 years, 5» 

" 20 months, 2. 

435) Trial of Hermann Zisch a German national. 

Date * Place of Trial: 3rd January - 3rd February 1947 a-t Dachau. 
Charge: .Two charges similar to caso No. 377* 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentenoe: Death by hanging. 

,,Confirmed. 

436) Trial of August Brooso and 9 others. 

Date 4 Place of Trial: 10th January 1947 at D achau# 

Charge: Tvro charges similar to caso No. 377* 

Verdiot: Two accused wore not triod. 

Nolle Prosequi was entered in favour of 3 accusod. 

Five accused were acquitted. 


437) Trial of Ludwig Philip Carl and 9 others, nationals of Germany, 

Latvia or Roumania c 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 3-4 January 1947 at D a ohau. 

Charge: Two charges similar to case No. 377* 

Verdict: Nclle Prosequi was ontored in favour of 2 accused# 

Not guilty, 4, 

Guilty, 4* 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 6 years, 1, 


»t h * 11 

.. 11 " 1 , 

" "20 mths, 1. 

Sentence of 20 nenths disapproved, and sontenaa of 
6 years roduood to imprisonmont for 4 years* 

Other sentoncos approved# 









430 ) Trial of Josef Glashauor and 9 others, 

Data & place of Trial: 9-10 January 1947 at Daohau. 

Ohargci Two charges similar to case No# 377* 

Verdict: Nollo prosequi entered in favour of one accused. 

Nine accused acquitted*, 

439) Trial of Ferdinand Greiner-and 7 others. 

Data & Place of Trial; 13th January 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: Tv/o charges similar to case No. 377* 

Vordiot: Pivo accused were neither served nor tried# 

Guilty, 3. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for years, 1, 

" " 21 months, 2# 

Approved. 

440) Trial of Stefan Koch and 9 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 20 - 21 January 1947 at D a chau# 

Charge: Two charges similar to case No. 377» 

Verdict: Pour accused wore not tried. 

Not guilty, 6# 

41*l) Trial of Matthias Pfeiffer, a German national# 

Date & Place of Trial; 4th - 5th February 1947 at Dachau# 

Charge: Two charges similar to case No. 377* 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence:, Imprisonment for life^ 

Cpnfirmed. 

442) Trial of Julius Ueltzhooffer, a German national# 

Date & Piaco of Trial: 28th February - 3rd March 1947 a t Dachau# 
Charge: Two charges similar to caso No# 377* 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life. 

. Approved# 

443) Trial, of Eugon Hermann Noky, a German national# 

Date & Place of Trial;, 24th April 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge; , That in the vicinity of Poggau, Austria, in or about 
April 1945, he did wrongfully encourago, aid, abet and 
participate xn the killing of five non-Gorman 
nationals, inmates of Poggau Concentration Camp, utoo 
woro then in the custody of the then German Heich, 
the namos of such persons being unknown. (2 charges)# 
Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Doath by .hanging. 

. . Confirmed# 

444) Trial of Hermann Tuntko, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 21st May 1947 at Dachau, 

Charge: That in the vicinity of Wioner-Neudorf and of Kaidfold, 

Austria, he did wrongfully encourage, aid, abet and 
participate in the killing of unknown citizens of the 
S D vict Union, of Yugoslavia and of Holland, inmates of 
Concentration Camps, who were then in tho custody of 
the German Reich. (3 charges)# 

. Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Doath by hanging# 

Confirmed. 


445) Trial of Stofan Fleischer and 9 others, nationals of Germany, Hungary, 
Yugoslavia and Czechoslovakia. 

Date & Place, of Trial: 10th December 1946 at Dachau. 


Charge: 
Verdict: 

Sentences: 


Tv/o charges simil ar to caso No. 377* 

Charge against one accusod withdrawn during the trial# 


N 0 t guilty, 
Impriso pmer)t 


3, Guilty, 
for 2 years, 

1^ " 

" , " 20 mths. 

One sentence disapproved, the others approved# 


6 . 

3# 

1 ., 

2 . 
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446) Trial of Joaaf Pfaller and 9 others, of Gorman, Roumanian or 
Czechoslovakian nationality. 

Date & Place of Trial: 11th December 1946 at Dachau, 
Charge: Two charges similar to oa3e No. 377* 

Verdict: OnQ accused was neither served nor tried. 

Guilty, 9. 

Sentenoeat In^risonme nt for 2 \ years, 3, 

” "21 months, 6, 

Approved, 


m 


447) Trial of Erhard Hachenberger and 9 others, nationals of Germany, 

Poland, Roumania and Czechoslovakia. (The Pole 
claimed German oitlzonshlp.) 

Pato & Place of Trial: 18th December 1946 at Daohau, 

Charge: Two charges similar to case No, 377• 

Verdicts Two accused'were served but not tried. 

Not guilty, 1. 

Guilty, 7, 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 2 years, 1, 

" " 21 months, 4# 

" " 20 months, 1, 

" " 1 year, 1. 

Sentences of 2 years and of 20 months, disapproved. 
Other sentenoos approved. 


44&) Trial of Albert Stefan and 9 others, nationals of Germany or 

Roumania, 

Date & Place of Trial: 23rd - 24th December 194& at Dachau. 
Charge: Two charges similar to case No, 377, 

Verdict: One accused was neither served nor tried. 

Guilty, 9, 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 2 years, 3# 

" " 1 year 11 mths, 2, 

» m 1 n 10 « 

„ » 1 n g .. lf 

n " 1 " 8 " 2, 

Sentenoes approved, 

449) Trial- of Gottfried Adam Winter, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 1/th - 20th January 1947 at Daohau, 
^ Charge: Tvro charges similar to oase No, 377» 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 20 years. 

Approved, 

450) Trial of Engelbert Soolken, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 12 - 13th May 1947 at Dachau, 

Charge: Two charges similar to case No. 377« 

Verdict: 6uilty of first charge only. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life. 

Approved, 


451) Trial of Heinrich Trlxl, an Austrian national. 

Date & Piaoe of Trial: 9th May 1947 at Dachau. 
Chargo: Two chargos similar to case N 0 * 377• 

Verdict: Guilty of first charge only, 

Sontence: Imprisonment for 30 years. 

Confirmed. 

452) Trial of Wilhelm Ohrenacht, 

Data & Place of Trial: 6th May 1947 at Dachau, 
Charge: Two charges similar to case No, 377* 

Verdict: Not Guilty. 










453) Trial of Donatus Koessei, 

Data & Place of Tri-Ls 29tn >’pril 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: Tv;o charges similar to case No. 377. 

Vordiot:' Not guilty, 

454) Trial of Oskar Hermann Franz Kno che and Jon W_lholm Hey no, German 

nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 2nd - 5th May 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: Two charges similar to case No- 377" 

Verdict: Both found guilty.. 

Sentences: imprisonment lor 4 years, 2. 

B 0 th terns of imprisonment later reduced to two vears. 

455) Trial of Oswald Hath and irons Hof Hauer, Austrian nationals. 

Dote A Place of Trial : 29 th - 30th January 1947 at Salzburg, 
before a Military Commission. 

Charge: That they aid wilfully, deliberately and wrongfully 

encourage, aid, abet arid participate in the killing 
of four unknown American prisonors of war* 

Verdict: Both found guilty, 

Sq ntoncost Imprisonment for 25 years with hard labour, 2* 

Sentences, approved. 

456) Trial' of Max Schmid, a German rationale 

Dato & Place of Trial: 19th May 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge : That at Poe- de-Jalaj r., Franco, he lid kill an unknown 

American prisoner of war, and that, ho participated in 
the maltreatment of a dead unknown member of the U. S. 

A ray,. (3 charges). 

• Vordiot: Guilty of one charge only. 

Sontence: Imprisonment for 1C years., 

Confirmed. 

457) Tried of Karl Baumgasrcner, a German national. 

Date A Place of Trial: 11th and 14th April 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: Being .concerned in assaults upon members of the 

United States Army, prisoners of war. (2 charges). 
Vordiot: Not guilty. 

4 • 

458) Trial of Josef Stern, a German national. 

Cato & P^ace of Trial:.2Gth April 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: being concerned in the killing of an American PoW, 

who was unarmed •are* in the act of surrendering. 

Verdict: Not guilty. 

459) Trial of Ludwig Dosch and Ernst Tonnien, German nationals. 

Dato A Place of Trial.* 7th November - 4th December 1946 at Daohau. 
Charge: That at or near Frankfurt-am-Main, Germany, he did 

participate in- the assaults upon and the coeroion of 
members of the el S*Army, pricer,era of war, to 
induce Ihem to give information of a military nature. 

(4 charges). 

Verdict: Cuilty of assaults but not of coercion. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 5 years, 1, 

", * " 4 " 1 , 

Approved. 

* 

460) Trial of Eduard Hermann, Karl H, Schiokler and *2 others, German 

nationalso 

Date A Place of Trial: 2* ;h February - 3rd March 1947 at Dachau, 
Charges: (l)That acting pursuance of a common design, to consnit 

acts herein.-'wu alleged, and as members of the staff of 
Dulag 377, oil, at or near Gorol-'tein, Germany, between 
December 1944 ond February 1945. deliberately and wrong¬ 
fully encourage, ai -1 , abet and p;irticipato in the 
subjection of unknown membsrs of tha U. S,Army, who were 
then unarmei., sr. renderjd Pc'.?.", in the custody of the then 
German Reich, to r..rr.tre-'.tr.iont ana cruelties, including 
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starvation, beatings, ovor-crowding, exposure to disease 
and refusal and failure to furnish medical care to sick 
and woundod prisoners of war, the axaot names and numbers 
of such members of the U. 3.Army boing unknown* but 
aggregating many hundreds, of which an unknown number 
died as a result thereof. 

• (2) .... ..participate in the forcing of unknown membors of 

the United States Army who were thon unarmed, surrendered 
prisoners of war in the custody of the then Gorman Reich 
to perform work directly rululud to thu war operations of 
the Goman Reich, including repairing of bombod out rail¬ 
roads, digging anti-aircraft gun cmplacomonts and filling 
bomb orators, the exact names and numbors of such 
membors of the U. S. Army being unknown, but aggregating 
many Hundreds. 

Verdict: 0 n e accused dismissed, with prejudice, by the Prosecution. 

N 0 t guilty, 5, 


UBl) Trial of Alois Wipplingor, a German national. 

•. Date # Place of Trial: 2nd - 5th Docember 1946 at Dachau. 
Charge: Two chargos similar to case No. 377. 

Verdict: Guilty of first charge. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life. 

„ Confirmed,, : 


462) Trial of Anton Wobor and Jo3ef Wolf, Gorman nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 6th - 11th Docember 1946 at Dachau. 

Charges Two charges similar to case No. 377* 

Verdict: Guilty, 2. 

Scntonces: Imprisonment for 20 years, 1, 

" " 18 " , 1. 

Approved. 

463) Trial of Wjlholm Eborhardt and 9 others, nationals of Germany, Roumania 

* '. or Czechoslovakia. 

Date & Place.of Trial: 13th - l6th December 1946 at Dachau. 

Charge: Two charges similar to case No. 377. 

Verdict: The name of one accused was apparently withdrawn from the 

charge sheet as ho docs not appoar to have been before 
the court. Nolle prosequi, 1. , 

Not guilty, 5. '' : 

Guilty, 3. , 

Sentoncea:- Imprisonment for 2 years, 1, 

. « . " 21 raths, 2, _ 

Approvod. 

464 ) Trial of Josef Sturm and 9 others. 

Date & Piace of. Trial: 18th December 1946 at Dachau, 

Charge* , Two chargos similar to case No* 377* 

Verdict: At the request of the Prosecutor the name of one accused 

. was stricken from thu charge shoot. 

Nolle Prosequi entered in favour of 2 accused, 

No,t guilty, 2, ; 

Guilty, 5* "* 

Sontonoes: Imprisonment for 20 months, 4? 

,r 7 " 1. 

One sentence of 20. months disapproved. Others approved. 


465 ) Trial of Heinrich Palme, a Czechoslovakian national. 

Date « place of Trial: 21st - 26th December 1946 at Dachau. 
Charge: Two chargos similar to case No. 377* 

Verdict: Guilty. 

^ntence: ’ Imprisonment for 12 years. 

Approved. 
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466) Trial of Josof Peter Anton Ernst and Karl Schuetz, German nationals# 
Date A Plaoc of Trial: 10th - 11th March 194-7 at Dachau. 

Charge: Tv© charges similar to case No. 377. 

Verdict; Both found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 10 years, 2. 

Approved. 

W) Trial of Josef Naunor, a German national. 

Date A Place of Trial: 27th - 28th March 194-7 at Dachau. 

Charge: Two charges similar to case No. 377* 

v erdiot: Guilty, 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Approved. 

468) Trial of Michael Vogel and 11 others, nationals of Gemany, Austria* 

or Roumania* 

Date A Place of Trial; 14-th - 15th July 1947 at Dachau, 

Charge! T^o charges similar to case No. 377* 

Veriiotl Five accused -./ere served but not tried* 

Not guilty, 1 , 

Guilty* 6 . 

Sentences! Imprisonment for life, 4* 

" " 15 years, 1 , 

« » 4. •» i f 

Approved. 


469 ) Tidal of Franz Goetz and 24- others, all Austrian nationals. 

Date A Pjaoe of Trial: 7th - 22nd January 1947 at Salzburg. 

Charge: That they committed assaults and batteries upon fifteen 

unkpown American airmen, prisonors of war. 

Verdiot: Not guilty, 10. 

Guilty,. 15. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 5 yoars with hard labour* 1, 

11 11 ^ 11 11 11 11 2 ^ 

II II II II II II 2, 

11 " 2 '* " " " 6 , 

II II II II M "4, 

11 11 2 •• *• " " 1 

" " 3 mths. " " " l! 

Findings and sentences,approved, but owing to the 
length of time accused were in custody, periods were 
remitted from the eontencos, so that in some oases the 
sentences wore entirely remitted* 

470) Trial of Alois Grisl, an Austrian national. 

Date A place of Trial: 24th - 26th Juno 1946 at Salzburg* 

Charge; That os a publio official of the then German Reich, 
he ,.* participated in the donial of propor medical 
attention to a woundod surrondorod American PoW. 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for lifo with hard labour# 

Appro.vod, but sentence roducod to imprisonment for ' 

15 years. . 

471 ) Trial of Istvan Csihas and 5 others, members of the Hungarian S.S* 

Date A Place of Trial: 22nd May - 7th Juno, 1946 at Salzburg. 

Charge: That they wilfully, deliboratoly and wrongfully onoou- 

raged, aidod, abetted and participated in the killing 
of 4 numbers of the United States Arir\y, who were 
surrendered,unarmed prisoners of war* 

Verdict: All found, guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 4. 

Imprisonment for life with hard labour, 2* 

4- sentences approvod* In the caso of 2 accused, th 6 
sentences wore reduced from death to imprisonment for 
lifo. 
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4-72) Trial of Anton Taurer and 3 others, Austrian nationals* 

Date & Place of Trial: 18th - 26th February 1947 at Salzburg. 
Charge: That they ... participated in the killing of an 

American airman who was then unarmed and in the act 
of surrendering himself. 

Verdict: N 0 t guilty, 2, 

Guilty, 2. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for life with hard labour, 2* 

Confirmed. 

473) ^rial of Christian Slum and 3 ^thuis^ Gorman nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 15 th - 24th August 1946 at Dachau. 

Charge: T^at they participated in the killing of four 

American prisoners of war. 

Verdiot: Nolle prosequi entarod in favour of one accused. 

Not guilty, 2, 

Guilty, 1. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for one year. 

Approved, 

474) Trial of Wilhelm von Loob, Hugo Sporrlo and 12 othors, 

(Subsequent Procoodings Caso No. 12). 

S 0 far only the Indictment is available to the 
Secretariat of the Commission. (Trial of 
Military and Naval Personnel). 

Count li C r imas against Peace: Austria and Czechoslov¬ 
akia, Poland, Franco and the United Kingdom, Denmark 
and Norway, Belgium, Tho Netherlands and Luxemburg, 
Yugoslavia and Greece, tho U.S. S.R. and tho U.S.A. 

Count 2; War crimes and Crimes against Humanity: 

Crimes against oneny bolligoronts and prisoners of war. 
Count 3; War Crimes and Crimes against humanity: Criraos 
against Civilians; Deportation and Enslavement of 
Civilians; Plunder of Public and Private Property, 
'Wanton Destruction and Devastation not justified by 
Military Necessity; Murdor, ill-treatment and persecu¬ 
tion of Civilian Populations. 

Count 4: .Common Plan or Conspiracy. 

475) Trial of Nobuo Yamanot®, Japanese national# 

J. Date & piaco of Trial: 14th - 20th March 1947 at Manila, P.I. 
Charge: Torturo, assault and mistroatmont of American, 

Filipino and Chinoso civilians, at or near Dumaguoto, 
Nogros Oriental provi'nco, P.I., during Juno; July and 
August 1944. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 7 years. 

Approved* . 

476) Trial of Fukusaburo Adachi, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Tidal: 17 th - 21st February 1947 at Yokohama. 
Charge: Abusing and mistreating prisoners at tho Yodogawa 

PoW camp, Honshu. 

Ve rdict: Guilty. 

Sentbnce: Imprisonment for 20 years with hard labour# 


477) Trial of Kurt Otto, a German national. 

Dato & Piaco of Trial: 12 - 13th March 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: That ho participated'in tho killing of citizens of 

the Soviet Union, Austria and Czechoslovakia, inmates 
of Steyr Concentration Camp, who wore in the custody 
of the German Reich. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontonoo: Death by hanging. 

Sentonco approved. 
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478) 


•Trial of Walter Schmidt and 9 others, nationals of Germany, Roumania 
or CzoctoSlovakia, 

Date & Place of Trial: 19th. - 20th D e ccmbor 1946 at Dachau, 


Charge: 
Verdicts 

Sc eta pee s: 


479) 


Tv® charges similar to case No, 377* 

Throo accused wore neither served nor tried. 
Guilty, 7, 

Imprisonment for 2 years, 2, 

" " 22 months, 1, 

" " 21 " 3 , 

» t ”20 " 1 . 

Sentence of 21 months disapproved, Al] othnrs 
approvod. 


Trial of Gottlob Dock and 9 others, nationals of Germany, 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 27th - 30th December 1946 at Dachau, 


Charge: Two chargos similar to caso No, 377, 

Verdict: T v o accused were neither servod nor,tried. 

Not guilty, 1. 

Guilty, 7, 

Sentences: Imprisonment for years, 1, 

» M h 2 •* 2 

" " 20 months,4, 

Approvodj 

ItBO) Trial of Hans Wuolfcrt and 6 others, 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 12th - 17th March 1947 at Dachau, 
. Char go: Two charges similar tp caso No, 377, 

. . Verdict: . .Throe accupod were neither served nor tried, 
: Not guilty, 1, : 

Guilty, 3® 

Scntcncos: Imprisonment for 10 yaars, 1, 


481) 


5 " - I, v;‘ 

» " 2 " 1 . 

Scntonco of 5 years reduced to imprisonment for 
2 -^ years; all other sentences approved. 

Trial of Michaol Greil and 4 others, 4 German nationals and one of 
Gorman and Roumanian nationality, 

Dato & Placo of '^riall 6 th - 9th May 1947 at Dachau, 

Charge : T m charges similar to, caso No, 377* ' " 

.Verdiot: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 5 yoarst, 1, 

" . " 4 " 1, 

II !l * »l o’ 

- I * • J. fc* 

" » 2^ " 1, 


482 ) 


— t —- 

One sentence of 3 years reduced to imprisonment for 
2 % yoars. Other sentences approved. 

Trial of Wilhelm Heono and Wilhelm Matthaci, German nationals, 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 21st - 29th March 1946 . a,t Dachau, 

Charge: That they participated in the killing of an American 

prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sontencos: Death by hanging, 2, 

• Confirmed, ; 

483) Trial of G-crd Bock and Ottc Wcinroich, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 7th May 1946 at Ludwigsburg, 

Charge: That they participated in the killing of an unknown 

■ . . America^ prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Both guilty* 

Sontencos: Dock, Death, by hanging, 

Woinroich, Imprisonment for life. 

Death sentence,commuted to imprisonment for life. 












484 ) 


483) 


436 ) 


487) 

J. 


488 ) 

J. 


489 ) 

J. 


490) 

J. 


491 ) 


Trial of Wilhelm Bock, a Goman national. 

Bate & Place of Trial: 7th - 13th November 1946 at Dachau. 

Charge: That he deliberately killed an unknown American PoW 

.by sliouting him. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

• Approved ard executed. 

Trial of Johann Gross, a Goman national. 

Data & placo of Trial: 4th June 1947 at Dachau, 

Charge: That he participated in tho killin'" of an unknown 

Amorican prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for lifo. 

Approved. 

Trial cf Julius Lassak, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 9th - 10th Juno 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: That he participated in tho killing of threo American 

prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence:, Imprisonment for lifo. 

Approved. 

Trial of Matasuke Ishimatsu and Kosoki Yanaji, Japanose nationals. 
Date & Plaoo of* Trial: 6th - 15th October 1947 at Yokohama# 

Charge: Beating, abusing, contributing to death, and gross 

mistreatment of prisoners of war. 

Vordiot: Both found guilty; 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 15 yoars, 1, 

" " 12 " 1 . 


Trial of Terukichi Salto ard 3 others, Japanese nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 6th - 14th October 1947 at Yokohama. 
Charge: Beating, abusing and other gross mistreatment of 

prisoners of war. 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 10 yoars, 2, 

" " 7 " 1, 

" " 5 " 1. 

Trial of Masataro Nakatani, a Japanese national. 

Date & placo of Tilsit, 15th - 16th September 1947 at Yokohama# 
Charge: Boating, abusing and torturing prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentonco: Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Trial of Eiichi N 0 da, a Japanese national. 

Data & Place of Trial: 19th September - 14th October 1947 at 
Yokohama. 

Charge: Boating, abusing, unlawful killing, and contributing 

to the death of prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 20 years with hard labour. 


Trial of Koiji Nagahara, a Japanoso national. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 30th September - 14th Octobor 1947 at 
Yokohama. 

Command responsibility, contributing to death, 
misappropriating Rod Cross supplies, beating and 
abusing prisoners of war. 

Guilty. 

Inprisenme nt for one yoar with hard labour. 


Charge: 


Vordiot: 

Sontenco: 
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492) .Trial of Mitsujiro Sakamoto, a Japanaso national* 

Date A Placo of Trial: 23rd - 20th Octuber 1947 at Yokohama. 
Chargo: Boating, abusing,torturing and contributing to tho 

deaths of prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 yoars with hard labour. 

493) Trial of Fumio Dad^, and 3 others, Japanese nationals. 

Date <t Placo of Trial: 26th S c ptonbdr - 2nd October 1947 at 
Yokohama. 

Charges Beating, abusing and Contributing to the doatha of 

pri.oners of war. 

Verdict: All found. guilty. 

Sentences: Dnprisonment for 15 years with hard labour, 3* 

rt If " " " " 1. 

494) Tridl of Tatsumi iiata, a Japanese national. 

Date & place of Trial: 8th - 17th October 1947 at Yokohama. 

Chargo: Beating, abusing and contributing to tho doaths of 

prisoners of war, 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 20 years with hard labour. 

495) Trial of Yazuru Noguchi sued 11 others, Japanese nationals. 

J* Date & Place of Trial: 4th June - 15th September 1947 at Yokohama. 
Charge: Beating, abusing, torturing and contributing to 

. tho doaths of prisoners of war. 

Vordict: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, li. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 37 years •;ith hard labour, 1, 


496) Trial of Yoshio Mitsuhashi and 2 others, Japanosc nationals. 

i7. Date & Ucce of Trial: 22nd bopteraber - 7th October 1947 at Yokohama, 
Charge: Boating, abusing and other gross mistreatments, comand 

responsibility, against prisoners ‘of war, 

Verdcot: Not guilty,l. 

Guilty, 2. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 5 years with hard labour, 2. 

497) Trial of Yoshiaki Kariya, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Plaoe of Trial: 18th -25th September, 1947 at Yokohama. 
Charge: Beating, abusing and contributing.to the deaths of 

. prisoners of war. 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: _ Imprisonment for 11 years with hard labour. . 

498 ) Trial of Mitsuyoshi Shjita, a Japanese national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 26th - 30th September 1947 at Yokohama, 
Charge: Beating, torturing and abusing prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontcnco: Imprisonment for 6 months with hard labour. 
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499) Trial of Kanaraasu Uchida, a Japanese national. 

J, Data A Place of Trials 5th Scp-I onbor - 7th Ootobcr 1947 at 
* Yokohama. 

Ghargo: Boating and abur.ing prisoners of war* 

‘Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sentonoe: Imprisonment for 20 years with hard labour* 

500) Trial of Iatoshi Noda and Shigatsuchi Asada, Japanese nationals* 
J. Date & Place of Trial: 24 th - 29th September 1947 at Tokohama* 

Charge * Boating, kicking, and otherwise abusing prisoners 
•of war. 

Yex'dict J Guilty, 2* 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 3 years with hard labour, 2* 

501) Trial of Ernst Angcrer and 3 others, German nationals. 

Dato A Plaoo of Trial: 26th November - 3rd Decembor 1946 at 
Dachau. 

Chargo: Two chargos similar to case No* 377* 

Vordiot: . All found guilty 

p\ Sontonoos: Death, 2, 

Imprisonment for 25 years,.1, 

Confirmed, 


502) Trial of Karl Bosior and 9 others, nationals of Germany, Austria 

or Czechoslovakia* 

Dato A Place of.Trial: 20th - 23rd Docoriber 1946 at Dachau* 
Charge: Two charges similar to ease No* 377« 

Verdict: Two acouscd wero served but not tried. 

Guilty, 8 . 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 3 years, 2, 

» 11 2'- " 1 

" ’ "21 months, 4 , 

" " 9 " 1. 

Six sentences approved, but both sontonccs of 3 yoars 
reduced to imprisonment for 2 g- years. 


503) Trial of August Riohard Ruhnko and 2 others, Gorman nationals* 
Dato A Place of Tri&l: 16 th - 18th april 1947 at Dachau* 
Chargo: _ Two charges similar to caso No. 377» 

Verdict: One accused found not guilty* 

Guilty, 2 * 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 5 years, Is 
Both sentences approved. 


504) Trial of Friodrioh Schoilz, a German national* 

Dato A Place cf Trial: 7th - 9th August 1946 at Dachau* 

Charge: That- ho wilfully, deliberately and wrongfully killod 

a member of tho U. S.Am\y-, a prisoner of mr, by 
shooting him. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence! Imprisonment for life* 

Findings approved, but sentence reduced to imprison¬ 
ment for two year.:* 


505) Trial of Anton Wrodo, a German national. 

Dato A PJ.ooo of Trial: 13 th - 14th August 1947 at Dachau* 
Chargo: That he participated in tho killing of an American 

prisoner of war. 

Voriict: Guilty* 

Sontcncc: Imprisonment for 6 years. 

Confirmed* 











506) Trial of Michael Kaisur. a Goman national* 

Date A Place of Trial: l6th September 1946 at Dachau* * • 

Charges That lu. deniad proper and odequato medical aid and 
attention to two unknown wounded American Po'^s. 

Vordict: Guilty. 

■ Sentence: Imprisonment for ono yoar* : 

Findings and sontonco disapproved, 

" 507) Trial of Waldcmar Freitag, a German national* 

Date A Place of Trial: 24th June 1947 at Dachau* 

Charge: That ho wrongfully committed an assault upon an 

American prisanor of war* 

* Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sentonce: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Oonfirmedo 

508) Trial of Friedrich Hansolmann, a German national. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 14th February 1947 at Dachau* 

Charge: That ho wrongfully committed an assaul t upon an 

American prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontonco: Imprisonment for 2 yoars. 

Approved. 

509) Trial of Bernhard Stredclo, a Gorman national. 

Data A Place of Trial: 25th February - 14th March 1946 at 

• Ludwigsburg. 

Chargo: That ho issuod orders to kill or cause to bo killod 

American prisoner-of war, as a result of which ono 
American prisoner was killod. (3 chargos). 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sontonco: Doath. 

• Findings approved, but sontonco comrautod to one of 
imprisonment'for life. 

510) Trial of Wilholm Luothjo, a Goman national* 

Date & plaoo of Trial: 23rd - 26 th May 1947 at Dachau* 

• Chargo: That ho wrongfully and deliboratoly killod an unarmed 

• American prisoner of war* 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for li*fo. 

Approved,- 

511) Trial of Josof Dcinor, a German national. 

Date A place of Trial: 4th - 6 th March 1947 ut Dachau* 

Chargo: • Two chargos similar to ease No* 377* 

Vordict: Guilty* 

Sontonco: Doath by hanging* : 

Approvod, 

512) Trial of Christian Menrath and Otto Knopp, Gorrtan nationals* 

Dato A Place of Trial: 24th -27th March 1947 at Dachau* 

Charge: That ho participated in tha killing of an American Fo". 

Vordict: Guilty* 

Scntenocs: Death by hanging, 2* 

Approved* 

513) Trial of Gottliob Warner anl 6 others, German nationals* 

Dato A Place of Trial: 21st - 25 th April 1947 at Dachau, 

Chargo: That hi encouraged and-participated in the killing of 

five American prisoners of war. 

Vordict: Ono accused not tried bccauso he was not apprehended. 

Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 5* 

Sentences: Doath by hanging, 2, 

Imprisonment for lifo, 2, 

" " 20 yoar 3 , 1. 

Sohlencen apprevnd* 
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514 ) Trial of Otto Winter, a German national. 

Data & Plaoo -i* Trial; 21st May 1947 at Dachau. 

Chargai That ho encouraged and participated in oomnitting 

assaults upon an unknown ^morioan prisonor of war. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 

515) Trial of Hans Staudingor and 3 others, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial; 25th July - 3rd 4 ugu 3 t 194& at Dachau. 

Charge: That l)o encouraged and participated in the killing 

of throe American prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 1, 

Gull’y, 3. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2, 

Imprisonment for life, 1. 

Approved. 

516) Trial of Carl Bruns f and 4 others, German nationals. 

Data & Plaoo of Trial: 11th July 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: 

9 * 

Verdict: 

Sentences • 


»7) Trial of Kurt Dregor and 8 othors, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 10th * 14th April 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: That thoy encouraged and participated in the killing 

of Six American prisoners of war. (2 charges.). 

, Verdict: Two accusod not served or tried. 

Sevan found guilty, 

Sentenoas: Imprisonment for life, 3, 

" " 20 years, 4 * 

Approved. 


That he encouraged and' participated in committing 
assaults upon two American prisoners of war. 

(2 charges). 

All found guilty. 

Imprisonment for 2 yoars, 5« 

Approved, 


518) Trial of Otto Hermann Stolz, a Gorman national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 15th - 16th May 1947 it Dachau. 

Charge: Enoouraging and participating in the killing of six 

American prisonera of war. 

%£ Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontonoe: Death by hanging. 

Approved. 


519 ) 

J. 


Trial of Hiroshi Tanaka and 21 othor3, Japanoso nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 2nd September - 25th November 1947 at 
Yokohama. 

Chargo: Boating, abusing, torturing and contributing to 

the death of prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 2. 

Guilty, 20. 

Sontonous: Imprisonment lor yoars, i, 

« •' 18 • » 2 , • 

» " 16 " 1 , 

" '• 15 " 1, ' 

" " 10 " 1 , < 

<1 » 8 " 1, 

" " 6 " 1 , 

" " 5 " 1, 

11 11 ^ 11 4^ 

n ii 3 11 2, 

« « 2 " 1, 

" . " .l£ " 1, 


1 " 3. 
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520) Trial of Yoshic Tsunoyo'shi, a Japanese national. 

J. Data & Place of Trial: 10th October - '21st November 1947 at 
Yokohama. 

• Charge: Command, responsibility for the unlawful killing of 

Imerioan prironors of war* 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentoncu: Imprisonment for life with hard labour. 

521) Trial of Iku Takasaki, a Japunoso national. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 10th November -12th December 1947 at 
Yokohama. 

Charge l Beating, ..busing, unlawful killing, aai contributing 

to the deaths of prisoners of war. 

Vordict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 25 years v.lth hard labour* 

522) Trial of Toshio Mori, a Japanese national, (also known as Hisao Mori). 
J. Dato & Placo of Trial: 28th November - 15th Docombor 1947 at 

Yokohama. 

Ohargo: Boating, abusing, misappropriation of Rod Cross 

supplios, and other mistroatmonts of prisoners of war. 
Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence; Imprisoriment for 7 yoars with hard labour* 


523) Trial of(T3utafu) Tsutau Klmura, a Japanoso national* 

J, Dato & Place of Trial: 20th - 24 th November 1947 at Yokohama* 
Ohargo: Boating, abusing and mistreating prisonors of war. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

• Sontoncc; Imprisonment for 18 months with hard labour* 

524) Trial of Karl August Kuchncr and 9 others, German nationals. 

Date de Place of Trials 8th'January 1947 at Dachau. 

Chargo: Two charges similar to case No* 377• 

Verdict: Two accused wero served but not tried* 

Guilty, 8. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 1 yoar 9 months, 5# 

" " 1 " 8 ' " 3 . 

Com'irmod. 


525) 


Trial of Valentin Forster and 8 others, Gcnium nationals* 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 9th January 1947 at Dachau* 

Charge: Two charges similar to case No. 377* 

Verdict: Nolle prosequi entered in favour of one accusod, 

• 8 found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 2j yoars, 1, 

" " 22 months, ' 6, . 

" " 21 " i. 


Confirmed. 


526) Trial of Frans Rudolf Frooschl and Frits Alois Hradilok, nationals 
of Germany und TaochoSlovakia. 

Date & Place of Trial: 8th July 1947 at Dachau* 

Chargo: Tv© charges similar to caso No. 377* 

Vordict: Both found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 3 years, 1, 

» •» 2 £ " 1 . 

Confirmed. 


527) Trial of Markus Max Karl Lienhart and Frans Lienhart, German nationals* 
Date & Place of Trial: 13th June 1946 at Salzburg, Austria. 


Charge: 


Vordict: 
Sontoncos: 


Participation in tho killing of threo Amorican PoWs 
and wrongful assault on an American Po«. (Individual 
charges against the accused). 

Both found, gu.ilty. 

Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 10 years, 1. 












I 
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528) Trial of Karl Djoeslor, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trials Idth April 194-7 at Dachau* 

Ghargot That ha encouraged and participated in the killing 
of an Amorican prisoner of war. : 

Vordiot: Guilty. • ; *7 

Sontenoos Death by hanging. 

Findings approved, but santonca comnutod to one of 
. imprisonment for lifo. 

529) Trial of Karl Eanert, a Goman national. 

Data & Place of Trial: 2nd - 3rd Juno 1947 a t Dachau. 



Chargoi 

That to -wrongfully cnoouragad and participated in 
tho killing of four members of the United States 


Vordiot 

Amy, who were prisoners of war. : 


Guilty, 


Sontenoos 

Death by hanging. 

Confirmed. 

* 

r 

• # 



! .♦ 












Ux .qaa?,6L 

7) Trial of Leon Gross and Major Komar, 

Date A Plane pf Trial: Date not specified; hold at Krakow* 

Chargo: Against Gross* Murder, ill-troatmont of civilians 

and other crimes* 

Against Kcrnor: Torturo and ill-treatment of 
civilians*• 

Vcrdiot: Guilty. 

Sentenoo: Death. 

8) Trial of Herman Szmalo. 

Date Place of Trial; Date not specified; hold at Lodz. 

Chargo: Murder and ill-troatmont of civilians* 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sontoncoi Doath. •' 

9) trial of Gotfriod Kohn. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 18th - 19th Soptombor 1946 at Lodz* 

Charge: Mass murder and arson* 

Verdiot: Guilty* 

Sentence: Death* 

10) Trial of Gustaw Sohmatzler* 

Place of Trial: Rzoszow. (Date not specified). 

Charge: Mass murder, ill-troatment of civilian*, All&gal 

arrests and other crimes. 

Verdiot: Guilty* 

Sentence: Death. 

11) Trial of Hans Biobow. 

Dato A Place of Trial: 23rd - 30th April 1947 at Lodz* 

Charge: Murdor, ill-troatmont, doportation and othor crioos* 

Verdiot; Guilty. 

Sentence: Doath* 

12) Trial of Walter Pelzhauson* 

Date A Plaoo of Trial: 8th Soptombor 1947 at Lodz* 

Charge J Ma3s murdor, torturo, ill-troatmont* 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sontonoo: Doath* 

13) Trial of Ernost Ludwig Dickmann. 

Dato A Place of Trial: 10th Dooombor 1945 at Wroclaw boforo 
tho Spocial Court. 

Chargo; That as hoad of tho Gestapo in Sroda ho was 

responsible for tho murdor of 93 prisonors of war 
and tho shooting of tv® Gormans Who triod to help 
tho prisoners* 

Vordiot : Guilty, 

Sontonoo: Doath* 

14) Trial of Riohard Radko, Commandor of a German gendarmo unit in Lomza* 

Dato A piaco of Trial: 12th Juno 1947 at Lomza boforo tho 
Distriot Court, 

Chargo: Systematic terrorism and mass murdor of the 

civilian population in Lomza during 1943 - 1945» 
Verdict: Guilty, 

Sontonoo: Doath. 

15) Trial of Rudolph Franz Fordinand Hooss. 

Date A piaco of Trial: 11th Maroh - 2nd April 1947 at Warsaw 
beforo tho Suprome National Court* 

Chargo; Reupjnaibility for oif-noos while in coonand of the 
Osv.lecim Camp, from May 1943 to October 1943* 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sontonoo: Doath. 
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16) Trl^l of Ludwig Fischer, Ludwig Lcist, Joseph Meis3ingcr and 
. Lt.Col. Max Daurao, 


. . Lt.Col. Max Daurao. 

Date & Place of Trial* 17th Dooorab. r 1946 - 3rd March 1947 
beforo the Supremo National Court in Warsaw, 

Charge* Their activities as Governor of Warsaw, Burgomaster 

of Warsaw, Chiof of Gestapo in the Warsaw district 
and Chiof of Polico i-n the Warsaw district respectively. 

Verdict: An guilty. 

Sentences: Loist-, imprisonment for 8 years. 

All others sentences to death. 


Verdict: 

Seiilenous: 


17) Trial of Alfnns ^ilhela Kolasc 

Date & Plaoo of Trial: ? 1946 before the District Court in Posnan. 
Charge: That as a oombor of tho Nazi Hilfspolieoi he was 

responsible for atrooifcios and ill-treatment. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontonco: Imprisonment for life. 

18) Trial of Emil Hein. 

Date & FLaco of Trial; 1945 before tho Special Court in Poznan. 


0barge: 


Verdict: 
Sentence: 


That as- head of a squad unit of the NSDAP he was 
concerned in ill-treatment resulting in death and 
murder. 

Guilty, 

Doath. 


19) Trial of Herman Szaubelsky, member of the Nazi police in Czestochowa. 

Date & Place of Trial: 4 - 5th June 1946 at Warsaw. 

Chargo: . Atrocities, false denunciation to the Gestapo and 
complicity in deportations to extermination camps, 
Vcrdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence! Death. • 

20) Trial of Alfrod Bakinstsss, deputy chiof of the "Sonderdienst" in 

. Siedlce. 

Date & Place of Trial: 28th June 1946 before the Special Court in 
. Warsaw, 

Chargo: Mass murder. 

Vordiot: Guilty# 

Sontonoe: Doath. » 

21) Trial of Karl Gallaoh, official in the camp of Grossroson. 

Date A Place of Trial: l6th - 17th May 1947 at Wroclaw. 

Charge! . Maas imirdor, atrocities and ill-trcatmont resulting 
in doath. • : 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sontcnco: Doath. 

22) Trial of WladislauS Lidtke. • • 

Date & Place of Trial: 1946 at 'Warsaw. 

Charge: Murder of two workers; : falso denunciation, and 

handing over to tho Gestapo of five other workers. 
Verdiot: ' Guiltyi 

Sentence: Death. 
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237) Trial of Kuraji Shoji and 44 others, Japanoso nationals* 

Data & Plaoe of Trial: 22nd - 31st January 1946 at Latiuan* 
Chargoi That thay froquontly assaultod and cruelly boat 
prisonors of war. 

Vordiot: Not guilty, 3, 

Guilty, 42. 

Sontoncos: Imprisonment for lifa, 1, 


It 

II 

20 

ypars, 

2, 

II 

II 

15 

11 
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II 
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2, 

II 

II 

3 
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5, 

II 

II 

1 

M 

1. 


Confirmed. 

238) Trial of Capt. Wadami Shirozu and 5 othors,. Japanoso nationals. 

Date & place of Trial: l 6 th - 20th February 1946 at Ivlorotai. 
Charge: Ifarder of a prisonor of war. 

Verdict; Not guilty, 3» 

Guilty, 3. 

Sentences: Death by shooting, 3 , 

Confirmed and oxocutod. 

239) Trial of Capt. shigeru Yamaoka and Lt. Toshisato Matsuura, 

Japanoso nationals. _ 

Date & Plaoe of Trial: 24th - 25th May, 1946 at Rabaul. 
Charge: Murder of two peoplo in Now Guinea. 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sentences: Doath by hanging, 2* 

240) Trial of Eishun Hayashi, a Korean Guard. 

Date & placo of Trial: 25th Juno 1946 at Singapore* 

Charge: Inhumane treatment of a prisonor of war, as a 

result of which the said person died* 

Verdict: Guilty. 

•ontence: Doath by hanging* 

To bo rotriod. 

241) Trial of Kunio Yunome, a Navy civilian ontployoo* 

Dato & Place of Trial: 27th - 28th Juno. 1946 at Rabaul* 
Charge: Murdor of an Ambonose native in Now Guinea* 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentcnco* Doath by hanging. 

Sontonco oommutod to imprisonment for 10 yoars. 

242) Trial of Lt.Col. Yoshitada Nagatomo and 14 others, members of 

the Japanoso Army. 

Dato <Sb Placo of Trial: 8 th August - l 6 th Soptcmbor 1946 at 
Singaporo. 

Chargo: That they illtroated prisonors of war working on 

the Burma-Siajn Railway, causing many deaths! 
that they unlawfully ordorod and nansod to be 
. shot and killod qpvoral prisoners of war; and 

that thay wore responsible for the unlawful 
shooting and killing of prisonors of war. 

(7 chargos against various acousod), 

Vordiot: N 0 t guilty, 2, 

Guilty, 13. 

Sontonoos: Death by hanging, 8 , 

Iraprisonmont for life, 3# 

" " 20 yoars, 1 , 

.. » 6 " 1 . 

Confirmed, 








243) Trial of Lt.Gon. Kumakiohi Harada and 4 others, Japanese nationals. 

Date & Placo of Trials 3.4th October - 25th October 1946 at 
Singapore. 

Ohargos Being concerned in the unlawful killing of throe 
Australian prisoners of war. 

Verdict: ' Guilty. 

Sentences: Doath by hanging, 2, 

Inprisonmunt for 15 years, 1, 

" " 10 " 1 , 

.. »’ 7 " l. 

One sentonoo (15 years) not oonfinnod. Others 
confirmed and promulgated. 

244) Trial of l/Cpl* Jirohei Nakanishi. 

Date & place of Trial: 10th - 17th Fobruary 1947 at Singapore. 

Charge: Inhumane treatment of prisoners of war undor his 

care and supervision* 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for lifo* 

Confirmed. t ,, 

245) Trial of Shozo Suzuki, (Captain). 

Date & Flaco of Trial: 24th - 26th February 1947 at Singapore* 

Charges Inhumano treatment of prisopers of war while 

concerned in their administration and supervision. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years* . 

Confirmed. 

246 ) Trial of Kakurai Hiroraura, a Korean Guard. 

Date & Place of Trial: 18th - 20th March 1947 at Singapore. 

Charge: Inhumane treatment of prisoners of war while ooncor- 

ned with their administration and supervision. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: ^oath^y hanging. . : 

Sontence commuted to imprisonment fbr 20 years* 

247) Trial of MaJ.Gtm. Akira Hirota. 

Date & Place of Trial: 19 th March - 3rd April 1947 at Rabaul. 

Charge: That he failed to control the conduct of members 

of his comnand, whereby they committed brutal 
atroolties and other high orimes against people of 
the Commonwealth of Australia and its allies* 

Vordict: Guilty. 

Sentonco: Inprisenmont for 7 years. 

Confirmed. 

248) Trial of Lt* Gon* Hatazo Maohi. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 8th - 23rd April 1947 at Rabaul* 

Charge: That when a Oomuanaor of Japuncso amed foroos in 

Now Guinea, ho failed to discharge his duty to 

control the oonduct of the members of his command, 
whereby they committed brutal atrooitios and other 
high crimes against the pooplo of tho Commonwealth 
of Australia and its allies* 

Vordicti Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life* 

* Confirmed* 










249) Trial of Kishio Uchiyama and Sgt.Maj. Mitsugu Fukuda, 

Date & Place of Trial: 18th - 29th April 1947 at Singapore. 
Charge: That when on the high seas and responsible for 

prisoners of war, they wore concerned in inhumane 
treatment, which contributed to the deaths of some 
of the'said prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Guilty,' with exceptions. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 years, 1, 

" " " 1 . 

Confirmed.' 

250) Trial of Capt. Shigeo Ito. 

* Date & Fiace of Trial: 23rd May 1947 at Rabaul. 

Charge: That ho did ill-treat prisoners of war, or 

£xlternatively that he did permit personnel under 
his command to ill-treat the'said prisoners of war# 
Verdiot: Guilty of seoo’nd alternative# 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years# * 

Confirmed. 

251) Trial of Hideo Soji, a civilian# 

Date & place of Trial: 10th Juno 1947 at Rabaul# 

Charge: That ho ill-troatod four natives of Nauru, 

displaced to Truk# 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontcnco: Imprisonment for 18 months# 

Confirmod. 

151) Trial of Captain Matsuhei Kawasaki. 

Dato & Place <f Trial: 17 th - 18th Juno 1947 at Rabaul# 

Charge: Murdor of an Australian prisoner of war. 

Verdiot: Guilty# 

Sorrtenoa: Imprisonment for 10 yoars# 

* Confirmod# 

253) Trial of Roar Admiral Tamotsugu Okada. 

Date & Place of Trial: 23 - 24th June 1947 at Rabaul# 

Charge: Murder of prisoners of war, (2 charges). 

Vordict: Guilty.of both chargos. 

Sentence: Doath by shooting. 

* Confirmed and oxccutod. 

254) Trial of Capt. Kiyohisa Noto and C.P.O. Tcruo Watanabo. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 9th - 10th July 1947 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murder of an Australian prisoner of war and two 

Indonesian prisoners of war. 

Verdict: Both found guilty. . 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 20 yoars, 1, 

» '• 7 " 1* 

’ Confirmed. 

255) Trial of Comdr. Kunito Hatakoyama and Lt.Comdr# Kenichi Nakagawo. 

Date & Place of Trial: 14th - 17 th July 1947 at Habaul. 

Charge: Murdor of a number of unidentified Australian PoWs. 

(3 chargos). 

Verdict: Guilty of all three chargos, 2# 

Sontonccs: Doath by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 20 yoars, 1# 

Confirmed. 

256 ) Trial of Lt. Suburo Sasaki. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 5th - 6th August 1947 at Rabaul. 

Charge: Murdor of F r itish subjects, residents of Nauru. 

Vordict: Guilty. 

Sentcnoo: Imprisonment for 20 years# 

Confirmed. 
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VIII. Frenoh Cases: 

137) Trial of Otto Koptschinski and Hans Steen, 

Dato & Placo of Trial t 5th July 191*6 at Ronnos. 

Charge! Murdor and giving orders for murder. 

Verdict i Both guilty, but with extenuating circumstances in 
favour of Koptschinski. 

Sontcncos: Koptschinski, Penal Servitude for 15 years. 

Stoon, Penal Servitude for life. 

13U) Trial of Auguste Bauor. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 10th July 1947 at Motz. 

Charge: Theft are! receiving of stolon goods. 

Vordiot; Guilty, but with oxtonuating circumstances. 

Sentence! Imprisonment for 18 months, 

139) Trial of Willi Honing. 

Dato <fe Plaoc of Trial: 10th July 1947 at Metz. 

Charge! Theft. . 

Verdict! Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 18 months. 

140 ) Trial of Edouard Weihl. 

Data & Place of Trial: 10th July 1947 at Metz. 

Charge! Theft. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence! Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Ul) Trial of Gustave Becker and 19 others. 

Date & piaoo of' Trial: 17th July 1947 at Lyon, 

Charge: Against 4 accused : Illegal arrest and detention of 

persons; blows and voluntary wounding. 

Against the othors : Complicity in the above charge. 
Vordioti Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 19. 

Sentences: Ponal Servitude for 20 years, 17, 

Imprisonment for 3 yoars, 2. 

Two of tho persons found guilty have appoalod. 

142) Trial of Frdd<?rio Gorges and 3 nthnrs. 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 23rd July 1947 at Motz. 

Cbargo! • Against 1 aocusod: Murder. 

Against 2 accusod: Voluntary blows. 
against 1 accused: Aots of a nature calculated to 
harm the" national dofenoo; and blows given 
voluntarily which caused unintentional doath. 
Vordict: All found guilty. 

Sentences! Imprisonment for 10 years, 1, 

penal Servitude for 5 years, 1, 

• Imprisonment for 2 years, 1, ' 

. " "6 months, 1. 

Two of the acoused have lodged appeals. 

143) Trial of Albert Schmidt and 2 others. 

Date & Place of Trial: 23rd July 1947 at Strasbourg. 

Charge: Premeditated murder and complicity in same. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentences: Doath, 2, 

. Penal Servitude for life, 1. 

Tho two who wero sontoneed to dearth have appoalod. 
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1 44) Trial of Ernst Nottrott, 

Data & Place of Trial: 23rd July 1947 at Meta. 

Charge: Theft. 

Vardiot; Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence* ■ Imprisonment for 3 years. 

145 > '!’»-* j. of Odile Bischoff and 2 others. 

ente & Place of Trial: 23rd July 1947 at Strasbourg. 

'harge: Deliberate violence. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circunstanoes in favour 

of one accused. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 15 years, 1 (in whoso favour thy 
* ’ extenuating ciroum- 

* . stances wore ontcrod). 

. Imprisonment for 1 year, 2. 

146) Trial of Marcel Nogara, an Italian national. 

Date & plaoe of Trial: 24th July, 19^7 at Toulouse. 

Charge: Striking and voluntarily wounding, with premeditation. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence* Imprisonment for 2 years, 

147) Trial of Sgt. Willy Biowald, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 5th August 1947. at Bordoaux. 

Charge: Premeditated murder. 

Vordict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Penal Servitude for life. 

148) Trial of Frdddrio Wasser, a German national. 

Date & Plaoe of Trial: 2dth August 1947 at Metz. 

Charge: Theft and deliberate violence. : 

Vordict: Guilty. 

Sontence: imprisonment for 3 years. The accused benofitted by 

a public amnesty as regards the accusation of theft. 


149) Trial of Max Neher, a German national. 

Date & place of Trials 20th August 1947 at Metz. 

Charge: Pillage. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with oxtenuating circumstances. 

Scntonce: Imprisonment for 18 months. 

150) Trial of Simon Joseph Muller and Wilhelm Klein. 

Date & Plaoo of Trial: 20‘th August 1947 at'Motz. . 

Charge: Cruolty to Polish prisonors of war. 

Vordict: Mullor benofitted by the Amnesty Law of l6th August,1947 

KLoin found guilty. 

Sontcnco: Imprisonment for 5 yoars. 

151) Trial of Wilhelm Laubor, a Gorman national. 

Date & Place of Trial:20th August, 1947 at Metz. 

Charge: Theft. 

Verdict: Guilty, but" with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 months. 

152) Trial of Guillaume Nioraos, a German national. 

Date & place*of Trial: 20th August 1947 at Metz, 

Charge: • Theft, * 

Vordict: Guilty. 

Sontence: Imprisonment for 4 years. 


153 ) 


Trial of Harts Billonstcin, a German natkonal. 

Dato & Plaoo of Trial: 20th august 1947 at Metz. 

Charge; Doliborato violence and theft. 

Vordict; Guilty. 

Sontenco: Imprisonment for 3 years, but the accused bonofitted 

by the Anno sty Law as regards the charges of deliber¬ 
ate violonco. 











154) Trial of Christian Bans, a German national. 

Dato & Plaoo of Trials 21st August 1947 ul Metz. i' 

Chargos Theft and fraudulent conversion* 

Verdict: -Guilty. 

, Sontcnooi Imprisonment for 2 yoars. 

155) Trial of Heinrich Weber, a German national. 

Date Si Place of Trials 21st august 1947 at Metz. 

Charges Fraudulent conversion. 

Verdicts Guilty, but with extenuating circumstanoca. 

Sentences Imprisonment for 6 months, 

156) Trial, of Franyois Patzold, a German national, 

Dpto & place of Trial: 21st August, 1947 at Metz. 

Charges Deliberate violenco. 

Verdicts . Guilty. 

Sentences Imprisonment for 10 months. 

157) Trial of JOhann Sits, a German national, 

Dato & Place of Trials 21st August 1947 at Metz. 

Chargos Premeditated murdor. 

Verdicts , Guilty of attacking and wounding, but with 
. extenuating circumstances. 

Sontonco: Imprisonment for 5 years. 

158) Trial of Joan Pita, a Polish national. 

Dato & P;jace of Trial: 21st August 1947 at Metz. 

Charges . Blows and deliberate wounding* 

Verdicts Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sontonco: Imprisonment for 1 year. ; 

159) Trial of Guillaume Szameitat and 0 others, 

Dato & Plaoe of Trials 27th .ugust 1947 at Lyon. 

Chargos Against 4 accusod ; Voluntary homicide. 

. Against 3 accused: Complicity in voluntary homioide. 

Against 2 accusod: Complicity in voluntary homioide 
and in arson* 

Vordiot: Not guilty, 6, 

Guilty, 3» 

Sentences: -Death, 3» . 

m ■ 

160) Trial of Herbert Tcuscber, a German national, 

Dato & Flaoo of Trials 3rd September 1947 at Motz* 

Chargos Fraudulent conversion.. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 1 year. 

161) Trial of General Hans Junck. 

Date & Plaoe of Trials'19th September 1947 at Paris, 

Chargos Pillage and illegal requisitioning. 

Verdicts Not guilty, 

162) Trial of Cpl.Haeoks (Christian name unknown). 

Dstfo & Placo of Trials 24th September 1947. at Bordeaux. 

Charges Premeditated murder. 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence * Death. . : > 

163 ) Trial of Auguste Pitz, a German national. 

Date & Placo of Trials 8th October 1947 at Metz, 

Charge: Complicity in murdor and complicity in illogal 

confinement.* 

Verdict: Not guilty of complicity i.n musalor. 

Sentences- Imprisonment for 5 years. 
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164) Trial of Helmut Hermann Alfred Spielberg,' Wilhelm Paul Pordinand 
Bocko'r and Richard Welland. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 8th October 194-7 at' Toulouso*. 

Ohorge: Spielberg and Bookor: Arson and pillage in bands, 

with open violence. 

Weiland: Pillage in bands .with open violanco and 
voluntary wounding. 

Verdict: Bocker not guilty. 

Spielberg guiltv except for the charge of arson. 

We Hand guilty only of pillage. 

SontonoosS Spielberg: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

Wcilaril; " " 18 months. 

lG5) Trial of KadLri Novorman, a Turkish national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 8t'n October 1947 at Metz. 

Charge: Voluntary blows. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating oiroumstancos. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 18 months. 




166) Trial of Li3olotto Fautz, a Gorman national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 9th October 1947 at Metz. 

Charge: Fraudulent conversion. 

Vordict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstancoa. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for one year. 

167) Trial of Ludwig Przibilla, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 9th October 1947 at Metz. 

Chargo: Theft. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extonuating circumstances. 

Sentences Pardon granted. , 

168) Trial of Jean Forster, a German national. 

Date .& placo of Trial: 9th October 1947 at Metz. 

Charge:. Violence and deliberate infliction of bodily harm. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years. 

169) Trial of Gertrude Fahres, a German national^ 

Date & Placo of Trial: 14th October 1947 at I-Ictz. 

Charge: Deliberate violence. 

Verdict: f . Guilty, 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 months, but an amnosty.was 

...granted. ' 

170) Trial of Anton Acker. 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 14th O c tober 1947 at Metz. 

Charge: Premeditated murder. 

Verdict:* Guilty. . ' 

Sentonco: Doath. 

171) Trial of Heinrich Bohr and Wilhelm Dahmen. 

Date A.rlaco of Trial: 15th October 1947 at Toulouse. 

Charge* Pillage and arson., 

Verdict: hot guilty. 

172) Trial of Alexandre Waldmann and 4 cthors. 

Date & Place of Trial: l6th October 1947 at Lyon. 

Oharge: As to Waldmann: Complicity in premeditated murder 

and in arbitrary arrests, detention of persons with 
torture and thefts. 

As to 3 others: Promoditatod murdor, arbitrary 
arrests and detention with torture. 

As to tho remaining porson: As above, and theft. 
Verdiot: Guilty, oxccpt that ’Waldmann wa 3 guilty only of 

illegal arrest an! imprisonment. 

Sentences: Waldmann: Ibnal Servitude for 20 years. 

The remaining four accused: Doath, 

An appeal was lodged by Waldmann. 










173) Trial of Paul Schumacher and Hermann Hess. 

Date & Place of Trial: 16th October 1947 at Metz. 

Chargo: Schumacher: Complicity in premeditated nurdor. 

-Hess: premeditated murder. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances in 

favour of both. 

Sentences: v Hess: Penal Servitude for life. : 

Schunachor: Penal Sorvitudo for 10 years, 
3chumacher appealod. 


174) Trial of Johannes Konrad, Mugdoleina Konrad and Caroline Locvcnbnack. 
Date & Place, of Trial: 21st O c tobcr 1947 at Metz. 

Charge: Theft. 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Johannos Konrad: Imprisonment for 2 years, 

. Caroline Loevonbruck: " " pd " 

. Magdaloina Konrad: " " l year. 


173) Trial of Daniel Bernhard. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 21st Octobor 1947 at Metz* 
Chargo: Theft and deliberate violonca* 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years* 


176) Trial of Adolphe Kubach, a German national. 

Date A.place of Trial: 21st October 1947 at Metz. 
Charge: Theft. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances* 

Sentenco: Imprisonment for 6 months* 


177) Trial of Lt. Johannos Fritsch, Lt. George albert Losch and 2nd Lt* 
Erich Schwinger,and Herbert Ilochncl. 

Date & Flace of Trial: 22nd October 1947 at Toulouse* 

Chargo: Fritsch; Complicity in premeditated murdor. 

Schwinger: Complicity in premeditated murdor* 

. Lasch: As abovo, and also complicity in arson. 
Hochnol: Complicity in premeditated murdor and 
blows and voluntary wounding. 

Verdict: All guilty, except that Losch was guilty of arson 

but not of murder. Extonuating circumstances in 
, favour of Losch and Hochnol. 

Sentqnces: Fritsch and Schwinger: Penal Sorvitudo for lifo. 
Losch: Ponal Servitude for 20 years* 

. Hochnol: Penal Sorvitudo for 5 years* 


178) Trial of Oscar Karl Maria Geiger.- 

Dato & Place of Trial: }0th O c tobcr 1947 at Lyon. 

Chargo: Pillage, arbitrary arrest and illegal detention of 

, . persons. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extonuating circunstancos. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 yoars. 


179) Trial of Hannos Piffor and Tony Tschander. 

Date & placo of Trial: 30th Octobor 1947 at Lyon. 

Charge: Arbitrary arrest and detention of porsons, blows and 

voluntary wounding* 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extonuating circumstances in favour 

of both* 

Sentences: Piffor: Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Tschandor: " " 5 " 

IX. Greek Gases: 


2) Trial of Friedrich Jilhelra Mueller, General of Infantry, Bruno Oswald 
Braouor, Gon. of Parachutists, and Sgt.Fritz Schubert. 
Late & Ilaco of Trial: 31st October 194& at Athens. 

Ohargo; Murders, arson, rapo, systomatic terrorism, torturo, oto 

Verdict: Case against Schubert separated bocause of his absonoo* 

Tha other two wero found gailty* 

So ntc nca s ! Do at h. 
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173) Trial of Paul Schumacher and Hormann Hoss. 

Date & Placo of Trial: l6th October 1947 at Metz. 

Chargo: Schumacher: Complicity in premeditated murder. 

Hoss: Premeditated murder. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances in 

.. • favour of both. 

Sentences: , Hoss: Penal Servitude for life, 

Schunachor: Penal Sorvitudo for 10 years. 
3chuniacijBr appealed. 


174) Trial of Johannes Konrnd, Mngdeleina Konrad and Caroline Locvcnbruck. 
Dato A Place, of Trial: 21st 0 c tober 1947 at Metz, 

Charge: Theft. 

Vordioti All found guilty. 

Sentences: Johannos Konrad: Imprisonment for 2 years, 

. Caroline Locvcnbruck: " " l£ » 

Magdaloina Konrad: " " 1 year. 


175) Trial of Daniel Bernhard. 

Date A Flace of Trial: 21st Octobor 1947 a t Metz. 
Chargo: Theft and deliberate violence. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years. 


176) Trial of Adolphe Kubach, a German national. 

D a te A,Placo of Trial: 21st Octobor 1947 at Metz. 

Charge: Theft. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 6 months. 

177) Trial of Lt. Johannos Fritsch, Lt. George albert Lcsch and 2nd Lt. 

Erich Schwingorpand Herbert Hochnol. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 22nd October 1947 at Toulouse* 

Chargo: Fritsch: Complicity in premeditated murder. 

Schwinger: Complicity in premeditated murdor. 

. Lesch: As above, and also complicity in arson. 
Hochnol: Complicity in promoditated murdor and 
blows and voluntary wounding. 

Verdict: All guilty, excopt that Lcsch was guilty of arson 

but not of murder. Extenuating circumstances in 
, favour of Lesch and Hochnol. 

Sentqnces: Fritsch and Schwinger: Penal Sorvitudo for life. 
Losch: Penal Servitude for 20 years. 

. Hochnol: penal Sorvitudo for 5 yoars* 

178) Trial of Oscar Karl Maria Geiger. 1 

Date A Placo of T-rial: 30th O c tobcr 1947 at Lyon. 

Chargo: Pillage', arbitrary arrest and illegal detention of 

t . persons. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circunstancos. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 5 yoars. 


179) Trial of Hannas Piffor and Tory Tschander. 

Date A placo of Trial: 30th Octobor 1947 at Lyon. 

Chargo: Arbitrary arrest and detention of persons, blows and 

voluntary wounding# 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances in favour 

of both. 

Sentences: riffer: Imprisonment for 10 years* 

Tschandor: " " 5 " 

IX. Greek Casus: 


2) Trial of Friodrich v/ilhelra Muoller, General of Infantry, Bruno Oswald 
B'aouar, Gen. of Parachutists, and Sgt.Fritz Schubort. 
Date & Placo of Trial: 31at October 1946 at Athens. 

Chargo: Murdors, arson, rapo, systematic terrorism, torturo, oto. 

Vordict: Caso against Schubert separated bocausc of his absence. 

Tha other two wera found gailty. 

Sente ncos! Death. 











ajj. g yrroa^an Oases* 

3) Trial of Krlminal 3 okrot!ir Willie August Kosting, and Interpreter 

Nils pc tor Bernhard Hjolmborg. 

Date & place of Trial* By tho Gulating Lagmannsrott, March 194.6, 
and by the Supreme Court of Norway, July 1946, 

Char go* Murder and brutal torture, 

Verdict* Both accused found guilty of ono murder and of all 
instances of tortiirn and ill - treatment* 

Cuntonoosi Keating: Death by shooting. 

HjelmbergJ Imprisonment dor life# 

Tho Supromo Court later rejected Keating's appoal 
and sentenced Hjelmborg to death. 

4) Trial of Emil Hugo Friodrich Kocbor, a Prison Guard. 

Dato & Place of Trial: By the Frcsating Lagmannsrott, January 
1946 and by the Supremo Court, 12th March 1947* 

Charge * Murder. 

Vordict: Guilty. ; 

Sentence* Death. 

Confirmed. 

5 ) Trial of HauptsturmfUhrer Wilhelm Artur Konstatin Wagnor. 

Dato & Place of Trial* By the Eidsivating Lagnannsrott, August 

to October 1946 and by the Supromo Court, April 1947* 
Charge: • Being concerned in tho doportation and death of 521 
Norwegian Jews. • •' * 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by shooting. 

Sentenco roducod by tho Supreme Court to Penal 
, Servitude for 20 years. 

6 ) Trial of Ludwig Zirk, Thoophil Siogfriod SchHdlioh and Alois Gamauf 

Date & Place of Trial: March 1947 By tho Haalogoland Lagmannsrott 
Charge: Brutal torture of Norwegian citizons. 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sentences* All three wore sentenced to hard labour for life. 

7 ) Trial of Johan Arndt and 3 others. 

Date & Place of Trial* By iho Gulating Lagmannsrott, Soptcmbor 
1946 and by the Supremo Court, August 1947* 

• Charge* Brutal torturo of Norwegian prisoners which in two 
• oases resulted in tho victims' doath. 

Vonliot* * Guilty. 

Sontoncos* Doath by shooting, 2, 

•Penal Servitude for 20 yoars, 2. 

Three of tho accused appealed. Two doath sentences 
were reduced to Penal Servitude for lifo. Ths 
sentenco of penal servitude for 20 yoars was upheld* 
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17th Maroh. 1948. 

UNITED NATIONS WAR CRIMES COMMISSION. 


‘ Seventh Supplement 

to the 

Synopsis 

of Trial Reports 

Since the circulation of the Sixth Supple¬ 
ment, (Doc. C.265), the reports summarised, 
in this paper have been received by the 
United Nations War Grimes Commission. 

The following documents contain lists of 
• trial reports received: C.204, C.208, C.222, 

C.233, C.255, C. 264 , C.265 and the 
present paper. 


II. British Trials: 


A87) Trial of Sgt. Takoa Homma of the Japanese army, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 19 th - 22nd May 1947 at Johore Bahru. 
Charge: Being 'concerned in the ill-treatment of civilian 

residents of Malaya, resulting in the death of one. 
Verdict: Guilty, . , . 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

■ Confirmed and executed. 

Trial of Sgt. Sadahiko Hayashi and Sgt. Mamoru Toriuni of the 
Japanese army. 

Date &■ Place of Trial: 2nd - 12th July 1947 at Johore Bahru. 
Charge: Being concerned in the ill-treatment and killing 

of oivilian residents of KTuang and Rengan State. 

(5 charges against one or both accused). 

Verdidt: Guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for 2 years, 1. 

Confirmed. 



J. 


Trial of Major Hachizo Mizoo of the Japanese army. 

Date & place of Trial: 22nd - 27th August 1947 at Singapore. 
Charge:(l) Being concerned in the ill-troatment of four 
prisoners of war. 

• ( 2 ) Being concerned in tho killing of the four PoWs 

mentioned in Charge 1. 

Verdiot: Both found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2. 

Confirmed. 


490) Trial of Lt, Tatsuo Shimizu and 3 others, of tho Japanese Amy. 

J. Date & Place of Trial: 17tb September - 9th October 1947 at 
Rangoon. 

Charge: Ill-treatment of civilian residents of Burma. 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sontoncos: Death by hanging, 3» 

Imprisonment for 1 year, 1. 

All sentences confirmed, but ono accusod escapod from 
detention block on tho night of 9th-10th October 1947. 








492) Trial of Col. Tsunahiko Watanabo and 2 othor 3 of the Japaneod 
J. Array. _/£urapur. 

Date A Place of Trials 22nd Sept. - 13th Oct. 1947 at Kuala 
Charge! Being concerned in the killing of civilian 

residents of Malaya* and of about 24 Chinese 
males who had boon taken into custody. (2 charges). 
Verdiot: All found gvilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2, 

Death by shooting, lo 
Confirmed and executed. 

492) Trial of Sgt.Maj.Ch ichiro Kato and Sgt.Jiro Ni 3 hiyama of the 

J. Japanese anny. 

Date & Place of Trial: 29th September - 3rd October 1947 
at Josselton. 

Charge: Being concerned in the ill-tre nanent of civilian 

residents of North Borneo and of Tengillan, 
which rosulted in the deatn of 2 people. (3 charges) 
Verdiot: Z?.:tL found guilty (one with exceptions). 

Sontencos; Imprisonment 15 years, 1, 

" 12 " , 1 . 

Confirmedo 

493) Trial of W/0 Kimio Tolruyann and 3 others of the Japanese arn\y. 

J. Date & Plaoe of Trial: 3th - 29th Octobor 1947 at Rangoon. 

Charge: 1 11-'treatment and wrongful killing of oivilian 

residents of Burma. (4 chari'es). 

Verdiot: All found guilty of one or more charges. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 3. 

Imprisoment for 15 years, 1 . 

Confirmed and executed. 

494) Trial of C.P.O. Tsuyoshi Kojina. 

J, Bate A Place of Trial: 3 rd - 8 th October 1947 at Jessolton. 
Charge: Being concerned in the killing of a civilian 

resident of Sandakan, and being concerned in the 
ill-treatment of that person. (2 charges). 

Verdict; Guilty. 

Sentenoe: Imprisonment for 3 months* 

Confirmed. ■ 

W5) Trial of 2nd Lt. Todashi Hashimoto of the Japanese sunny, 

J, Date A Place of Trial: 21st - 29 th October 1947 at Kuala Lumpur. 
Charge: Being concerned in the wrongful killing of approxi¬ 

mately 350 civilian residents of M dL ay a. 

Verdiot:• Guilty. 

Sentenoe: Death by hanging* 

Confiraoa and e xeoutod. 

496) Trial of Lt. Harukichi Maekawa and 2 others 0 ? the Japanose am\y. 
J. Date A Place of Trial; 25th - 30th Ootobor 1947 at Maynyro. 

Charge: Being concerned in the ill-treatment of oivilian 

residents of B:rma 0 
Verdiot: All found guilty-. 

Sentences: Imprisonment ier 4 years, 1 , 

" " 3 " 2. 

Confirmed. 

497) Trial of Sgt.MajoXeikichi Takahashi and 2 others of the Japanaso 

Army, ^/Rangoon. 

Date A Place of Trial: 29 1 h October - 8 th November 1947 at 
Charge: Being concerned in the ill-troatraont of oivilian 

residents of Bur^oa. (2 oharges). 

Verdiot: All found guilty, but with exooptions. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 12 years, 1, 

" " 8 " 1 , 

" " 2 " 1 . 

Confimod, 









4-98) Trial of Sgt.Maj. Eizo Suguh. a of the Japanese army. 

J. Date A place of Tr-'dl • 5th ■ 17 th Nov-iubcr 194-7 at Rangoon# 
Charge: Boing concorno: in the killing of 8 civilian 

residents of Bu-rma, and in the wounding by rifle 
shot of another parson* (2 charges). 

Verdicts Guilty. 

Sentences Death by hanging. 

Confirmed and executed® 


4-99) Trial of Sgt.Maj, Takoji layamoto ana Sgt. Masayoshi Oku of 
J. the Japanese angy 0 

Dato A Place of Trial: 4-th - 17-h November 194-7 at Rangoon, 
Charge: Boing oonoornl in the unlawful killing of 

civilian residents of Duma and in the ill-treatment 
. of others. (2 charges). 

Verdict: Gu lty, 2. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 2 S 

Finding on 1st ehrge against 1st accused not 
confirmed, Santor.ra commuted to imprisonment for 
7 yeorsc Gthjr findings and sentence awarded to 
Oku, ennfimed fa id cxerutod 3 

500) Trial of Col. Nubuyoshi Mnsnki and Maj, Akisuke Honda of the 
J, Japanese arry. 

Date A Place of Trial: 17tn and 19 th November 1947 at Singapore, 
Charge: Boing concerned in the killing of about 5 British 

prisoners of war. 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentences Mas aid, Death by hanging 

Honda, Jiipriso.nmcnt for 1C years. 

Confirmed and o:cccutod 0 


501) Trial of Lt. Akira Sasaki of the Japanese army. 

J. D a ta A P^aco of Trial: 13th - 21st November 194-7 at Rangoon, 
Chargo: .Being concerned in the unlawful killing of 

oivllian residents of Burma. 

Vordict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 20 years. 

Confirmed, but 10 gears' imprisonment remitted, 

502) Trial of Sgt«Mag, Sodame Hashnnoto and Sgt.Maj.Tsutomu Watanabe. 
J. Date A Place of Trial: 5 - 10th November 1947 at Maynyo. 

Chargo: Ill-treatment and boing concerned in the killing 

of civilian reaidents of Burma.. (} chargos). 
Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentences: .Watanabc, Daath by hanging. 

Hashimoto, Imprisonment for 3 years. 

Confirmed. 


503 ) Trial of Sgt.Suchisa Nish^mura (alias Sin ^’huan) of the Imperial 
j. Japanese Amy, att.2nd Batt.Kings Own Yorkshire 

Light Infantry. 

Date & Place of Trial: l6th Doceir.bcr 1947 at Taiping. 

Charge: Being concerned in the ill—treatment of civilian 

residents of Malaya. (3 charges)® 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 7 years. 

Confirmed. 










m. Units! Stataa Osses, 

5JO) Trial of Bernhard. Koehnke, a Goman national* 

Date A Place of Trials 15th - l 6 th September 1947 before a 
General Military Government Court at Dachau. 

Charge* That in Franco in 1944 he wrongfully killed an 
unarmed American soldier who was in the act of 
surrendering to the German Reich, and that he 
committed an assault upon on American soldier 
who was unarmed and in the act of surrendering. 

(2 ohargos). 

Verdlot: Not guilty. 

531) Trial of Johann Froidrioh Wilhelm Loser, a Gorman national. 

Date & Plaoe of Trials 19th May 1947 at Dachau beforo an 
Intermediate Military Government Court. 

Charges That ho wrongfully oncouragod and participated 

in committing assaults upon 4 mombera of the 
U.S.Axmy, prisoners of war. 

Verdicts Not guilty. 

532) Trial of Hermann Loehmer, a German national. 

Date 4 Placo of Trial: 19th December 1946 at Dachau. 

Charget Committing an assault upon an unknown American 
prisoner of war. 

Verdicts Guilty. 

Sentences Inpri 3 onmont for 18 months, commencing 5 th Juna,1945 

533) Trial of Eduard Karl Ludwig Curdts and Fritz Warneke, German 

nationals. 

Date A Place of Trials 22nd - 23rd January 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: That they wilfully and wrongfully enoouraged.... 

and participated in the killing of an unknown 
member of the United States Army, a prisoner of war. 

Verdicts Charges against Warneke were withdrawn and he was 
not tried. Curdts found guilty. 

Sentences Death by hanging. 

Confirmed. 

534) Trial of Friedrich Kurbel and Hilar Raab, Gorman nationals. 

Date A Plaoe of Trial: 6 th August 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: That at Mauthausen Concentration Camp and sub- 

oamps they subjectod non-German nationals of 
many nationalities, both prisoners of war and 
oivilians, to killings, tortures and indignities, 
the exact names and numbers of such po rsons boing 
unknown tut aggregating thousands# 

Vordiots Both accusod found not guilty# 

535) Trial of Anton Bernhard Schlooter and 7 others, 

Dato A Plaoe of Trial: 13 th - 14th January 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: (l) That acting in pursuance of a common design 

to commit the acts horoinaftor alleged, and as 
individuals aiding the operation of the Dachau 
Concentration Camp and oamps subsidiary thereto, 
did, at or in the vicinity of Dachau and Landsberg, 
Gormany, between about 1 January 1942 and about 
29 April 1945» wilfully, doliboratoly and wrong¬ 
fully participate in the subjection of civilian 
nationals of nations then at war with the then 
German Reich to cruelties and mistreatment, the 
exact names and numbors of such civilian nationals 
being unknown but aggregating many thousands who 
were then and there in the custody of the then 
Gorman Reich in exercise of bolligeront control# 
(2)Ao Charga No.l, oxoopt that tho persons concerned 
were surrondorod and unarmed prisoners of war* 









Verdiot: Case withdrawn against four accused. 

Not guilty, 4, 

Guilty, 15. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1# 

Imprisonment for life, 7# 

" " 25 years, 1, 

H "20 ", 3 , 

" "7 ” , 1, 

" " 5 " , 2, 

542) Trial of rfilh^ln Hind*rer and Jouef foatl, u GoiTuan and an 

Austrian national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 27th August 1947 at Dachau, 

Charge: Being concerned in the killing of an unknown 

non-German national, an inmate of Buohenwald 
Concentration Camp, who wa3 then in the custody 
of the then German Reich, 

Verdict: Both acquitted. 

543) Trial of Josef Hermer and Georg Deffner. 

Date & Place of Trial: 24th - 27th January 1947 at Dachau, 
Charge: Two oharges similar to case No.535* 

Verdiot: One accused was neither served nor tried. 

The other, (Hermer) found guilty, 

Seotenoe: Imprisonment for 15 years. 

Findings on Charge I,disapproved. Findings on 

Charge II and sentenoe approvod. 

544.) Trial of Georg Beer and 8 others, 

Date & Plaoe of Trial: 21st - 26th February 1947 at Dachau. 
Charge: Two oharges similar to case No,535» 

Verdict: Six of the persons named were neither served nor 

tried. 

Three found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for life, 2, 

" " 10 years, 1, 

Two life sentences reduced, to imprisonment for 
30 years and 20 years respectively; 3rd sentenoe 
reduood to imprisonment for two years. 

545) Trial of Josef Hintermaycr and 5 others, of German or Roumanian 

nationality. 

Date A Place of Tfial: 4th - 5th March 1947 at Dachau, 
Charge: Two charges similar to case N°, 535t 

Verdiot: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 3i years, 1, 

« " 3 n lf 

" " 2-gr " 2, 

" " 2 " 1 , 

" " 14 months, 1, 

Approved. 

546) Trial of Albert School and 3 others, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 13th - 14th March 1947 at Daohau, 
Charge: Tv© charges similar to case No. 535» 

Verdict: Nolle prosequi ontored in favour of one accused. 

Throe found guilty. 

Sentences; Imprisonment for 10 years, 1, 

» .. 8 « lf 

» " 5 " 1. 

Approvod. 
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Verdict: Pour of tho aoi used worn not tried. 

Two wore found not guilty. 

Two ruro found, guilty,, 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 20 months, 2. 

Confirmod, 

536) Trial of Hermann J 0 sef Oulcnberg and Richard Hoschko, German 

nationals. 

Date ,4 Place of Trial: 6th - 7th March 1947 -t Dachau. 

Charge: Two charges similar to caso Noo 535* 

Vordict: B 0 t,h found guilty. 

ScntcncQs: Imprisonment for 3 years, conmoncing May 1945* 
Confirmed;, 

537) Trial of Gustav Stork and 3 others, all Goman nationals. 

Date-4 Piaco of Trial: 24th - 29 th January 19,47 at Dachau. 

Charge: That they participated in tho killing of five 

unknown American prisoners of war. 

Vordict: The name of one hocused was deleted from the 

cargo cheot because ho was not before tho Court 
or in custody. 

The other three woro found guilty. 

Sentences: All three woro sentenced j death. 

All confimodt 

• • 

538) Trial of Gustav Hoidmann and Erich Schnollo, German nationals. 

Dato & pj ace of Trial: 8th - 9th July 19^' at Daohectu- ... 
Chargo: Being conccrnud in tho killing of an unknown 

American prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Both found. guilty. 

Sentoncos. Ileidroar.n, Death by hanging. 

Scnnello, Imprisonment for 20 yoars. 

Approved, but sentonoo of death commuted to 
imprisonment for life, and other sentenco 
reduced to imprisonment for 10 years. 

539) Trial of Karl Loasch, a Gorman nutionalo 

Date & piaco of Trial: 30th April 1946 at Ludwigsburg. 

Chargo: Boing concerned in tho killing of an American 

prisonor of war. 

Ve rdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for il years. 

Approvedo 

540) Trial of Heinrich Adler, a German national. 

Dato & Flaco of Trial:' 6th - 7th August 1947 at Dachau. 

Chargo: Boing concerned in the killing of an American 

prisoner of v/ar. 

Verdict: Not guilty s 

541) ■'■rial of Arthur T ’Andrao and 22 others, all German nationals. 

■ Data & Place of Trial: 7th August - 30th D 0 cember 1947 at 

Dachau. 

Chargo: That during various periods between 1st Juno 1943 

and 8th May 1945 at or in the vicinity of Nordhauscn, 
acting in pursuance of a common design to commit 
tho acts hereinafter alleged, did wrongfully 
encourage, aid, abet and participate in the operation 
of Nordhansen Concentration Camp, also known as 
Dora labour C.->np and as Mittulbau Concentration Camp 
and it a r .b-camps, which operation included the 
wrongful ’.bjoction of -,„.ncn-Gonnan citizons and 
prisoner- of war... to killings, beatings, tortures, 
... and indignities, the exact names and numbers of 
such pars ns being unknown but abrogating many thou¬ 
sands. 











Verdict: 


Four of tho uo< naud v.uru not tried. 

Two woro found not guilty* 

Two v/uro found guilty,, 

Sontoncca: Impriacnmont for 20 months, 2. 

Confirmad. 

536) Trial of Hermann Josef Oalcnberg and Richard Hoschko, German 

nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 6th - 7th March 194-7 at Dachau. 

Charge: Two ohurgos similar to case Noo 535* 

Verdict: Roth found guilty. 

Scntoncos: Imprisonment for 3 years, cunmoncing May 1945* 
Confirmed, 

537) Trial of Gustav Stork and 3 others, all German nationals. 

Date- & Piaco of Trialt 24th - 29 th January 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: That they participated in the killing of five 

unknown American prisoners of war. 

Verdict: The name of one Accused was doletod from the 

c -argo shoot because ho was not before the Court 
or i.n custody. 

The other throo woro found guilty,. 

Sentences: All three woro sentenced a death. 

All confirmodc 

• * 

538) Trial of Gustav Hoidmann and Erich Sc'unollo, German nationals. 

Dato & Pj ace of Trial: 8th - 9th July 19*v6 at Dachawu- 
Charge: Being concerned in tha killing of an unknown 

Arerican prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Both found guilty. 

Scntoncos. Iloidmorn, Death by hanging. 

Sonnollo, Imprisonment for 20 years. 

Approved, but sentonoo of death commuted to 
imprisonment for life, and other sentence 
reduced to Djnpris onnent for 10 years. 

539) Trial of Karl Loosch, a German nationalo 

Dato & Place of Trial: 30th April 1946 at Ludwigsburg. 

Chargo: Doing concerned in the killing of an American 

prisoner of war* 

Ve rdi ct: Guil ty• 

Sontenco: Imprisonment for 11 years. 

Approved* 

540) Trial of Heinrich Adler, a German national* 

Date oc Place of Trial:* 6th - 7th August 1947 at Dachau* 

Charge: Doing concerned in the killing of an American 

prisoner of war. 

Verdict! Not guilty, 

541) ^rial of Arthur T ' Andrae and 22 others, all German nationals* 

Dato & Place of Trial: 7th August - 30th D 0 comber 1947 at 
Dachau. 

Charge: That during various periods botwoon 1st Juno 1943 

and 8th May 1945 at or in the vicinity of Nordhauscn, 
acting in pursuance of a common design to commit 
the acts hereinafter alloged, did wrongfully 
encourage,, aid, abet and participate in the operation 
of Nordhauson Concentration Camp, also known as 
Dora Labour Camp and as Mittolbai. Concentration Camp 
and its f ..b-comps, which operation included tha 
wrongful ’.bjection of •,,• ncn-Ajrman citizens and 
prisoner^ of war*., to killings, boatings, tortu-es, 
... and indignities, the exact names and numbers of 
such pors ns buing unknown but aggregating nary thou¬ 
sands. 
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Case withdrawn against four accused. 

Not guilty, 4, 

Guilty, 15. 

Death by hanging, 1# 

Imprisonment for lifo, 7# 

" " 25 years, 1 , 

" "20 ", 3 , 

" " 7 " » 1, 

" " 5 ", 2 , 

542) Triad of tfilhcln Hinderer and Josef Postl, a German and an 

Austrian national. 

Date & Place of Triads 2/th August 1947 at Dachau, 

Charge: Being concerned in the killing of an unknown 

non-German national, an inmate of Buohenwald 
Concentration Camp, who was then in the custody 
of the then German Reich. 

Verdicts Both acquitted. 

543) Trial of Josef Hen^er and Georg Deffner. 

Date A Place of Trial: 24th - 27th January 1947 at Dachau# 
Charges Two charges similar to case No.535« 

Verdiots One accused was neither served nor tried# 

The other, (Heraer) found guilty# 

Sentanoe: Imprisonment for 15 years. 

Findings on Charge I,disapproved. Findings on 
Charge II and sentenoe approvod. 

544) Trial of Georg Beer and 8 others. 

Date A plAce of Trial: 21st - 26th February 1947 at Dachau. 
Charges Two charges similar to case No#535* 

Verdict: Six of the persons named were neither served nor 

tried. 

Three found guilty# 

Sentences: Imprisonment for life, 2, 

" " 10 years, 1 # 

Two lifo sentences roduood to imprisonment for 
30 years and 20 years respectively; 3 rd sentenoe 
rcduood to imprisonment for two years. 

545) Triad, of Josef Hintennaycr and 5 others, of German or Roumanian 

nationality. 

Date A Plaoe of Trial: 4th - 5th March 1947 at Dachau. 
Charge: Two charges similar to case N°# 535* 

Vordiot: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for years, 1, 

" "3 » 1 , 

" " 2 £ " 2 , 

" " 2 " 1 , 

" " 14 months, 1 # 

Approved. 

546) Trial of Albert Sohaal and 3 others, German nationals# 

Date A Place of Trials 13th - 14th March 1947 at Dachau# 
Charge: Two charges similar to case No. 535* 

Vordiot: Nollo prosequi ontored in favour of one accused. 

Throe found guilty. 

Sentences; Imprisonment for 10 years, 1, 

" " 8 " 1 , 

" " 5 " 1. 

Approved. 


Verdict* 

Sentences: 










547) Trial of August Haosikor, a German national. 

Data & Placo of Trial: 26th June 1547 at Dachau. 

Charge: (l) Committing assaults upon 7 members of the U.S. 

Army who wore prisoners of war. 

(2) Being concerned in the killing of said 7 members 
of the U.S. Army. 

Verdict: Guilty of Charge 1 only. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 10 years. 

Approved, 

548) Trial of Fritz Fohla and Ernst VugLux - , German nationals. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 2nd - 3rd April 1946 at Ludwigsburg. 
Cnarge: Being concomod in the killing of 3 American Potfs. 

Verdict: Bpth guilty, 

Sontonoes: Death by hanging, 2. 

Both sentences reduood to imprisonment for life. 

549) Trial of Hugo Blessmann and 4 others, German nationals# 

Date & Place of Trial: 18th - 19th March 194/ at Dachau. 

Charge: Being concerned in assaults on a member of the 

U. S.Anty, a prisoner of war. 

■Verdict: OrQ aooused acquitted. 

Four found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 2 years, 1, 

" " l£ " 1, 

t! !» 2 . W 

" " 6 months, 1. 

Approved, 

550) Trial of Josof Schiedhoring and Rudolf Mutzook, Gorman nationals. 
. Date & Placo of Trial: 7th May 1946 at Ludwigsburg# 

Charge: Being conoorned in the killing of an unknown 

member of the Allied forces, a prisoner of war. 
Verdiot: Not guilty,1, 

Guilty, 1, 

SentenooJ Imprisonment for 30 years. 

Approved, 

551) Trial of Karl Gottliob Conzmann, a Gorman national# 

Date & Place of Trial: 9th September 1946 at Dachau# 

Charge: Committing an assault upon an unknown member of 

tho U.S.Array, a prisoner ofwar. 

Verdiot: Guilty, 

Sentanco: Imprisonment for 18 months. 

Confirmed. 

552) Trial of Ervin Rudmann and 2 others, German nationals# 

Date d Place of Trial: 8th - 9 th April 1947 at Dachau# 

Charge: (l) Being concerned in the killing of an American PoW. 
( 2 ) Committing an assault upon said member of the U.S. 
Army, a prisoner of war. 

, Verdict: Two of tho accused were not served or tried. 

Rudmann found guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 30 years. 

Approved. 

553) Trial of Robert Anton Boos and 7 others, 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 14th - 15th January 1947 at Dachau. 
Charge: Two charges similar to on.3a No. 535. 

. Verdict: Two accused were neither served nor tried# 

Tvo accused wore served but not tried. 

One wa3 acquitted, 

Throe found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 2\ years, 1, 

" " 21 months, 1, 

" " 6 " 1 . 

Approved. 










554-) Trial of Ipdwig Doutsch and Herbert Stroessenrouthor, German 

nationals. _/Daohau. 

Date A Place of Trials 30th January - 3rd February 1947 at 
Charges Tv© charges similar to case Wo. 533. 

Verdicts Both found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 10 years, 1, 

" " 5 years, 1. 

Approved. 

553) Trial of Erich Motto and Otto Petors, Gorman nationals. 

Date A Place of Trial; l6th - 17th January 1947 at Dachau. 

Charges Being concerned in tho killing of an unknown 
Aroorioan prisonor of war. 

Verdict; Both found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for life, 1. 

Approved, but sentence to death commuted to life 
imprisonment and life sentence reduced to 
imprisonment for 20 years. 

556) Trial of Siogfriod Utormark, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial; 14 th - 18th October 1946 at Dachau. 

Charge: Killing a mordber of the U. S.Army, by shooting. 

Vordiotj Guilty, 

SontonosS Imprisonment for lifo. 

Sontonco lator reduced to imprisonment for 30 years. 

557) Trial of Oskar Eifler. 

Date A Flaoo of Trial: 26th - i27th May 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: Two charges similar to case No. 535* 

Vordiotj Not guilty. 

558) Trial of Iudwig Johann Michael Engelhard, a German national. 

Date A Place of Trial: 24th Juno 1947 at Dachau. 

Chargo: Killing an unknown American prisonor of war. 

Verdict: Not guilty. 

559) Trial of Johann Schwabon, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 3 rd - 4 th June 1947 at Dachau. 

Charges Being'concerned in the killing of an Amorioan P 0 W. 
Vordiot s N 0 t guilty. 

560 ) Trial of Matthias Zierhut and Johann Giloh, German nationals. 

Date A Place of Trials 22nd - 23rd April 1947 at Dachau. 

Charges Wrongfully committing assaults upon an American FoW. 
Verdict: Both found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for lifo, 1', 

• " " 10 yoars, 1. 

Approved. 

561) Trial' of Friedrich Katz and 2 others, Gorman nationals. 

Dato A Place of Trials 1st - 4th February 1946 at Ludwigsburg. 
Charge: Committing an assault upon on American prisonor of war. 

• - Vordiot: Guilty, 3 . 

Sentences: Inqprisonraent for 10 yoars, 1, 

" " 5 " 2 . 

562) Trial of Karl Boehm and Rudigor von Massow, German nationals. 

Date A Placo of Trial: 20th - 25 th Juno 1947 at Dachau. 

Chargo: Boing concerned in tho killing of an American PoW. 

Verdict: Both acquitted. 
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563 ) Trial of Siegfried Scholz, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 15th - 17th April 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: Killing a member of the U. S. Army, a FoW. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 

564-) Trial of Erich Hinkel and Adolf Schmidt, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 25th April 194-7 at Dachau. 

Charge:(l) B Q ing concerned in the killing of an Amerioan P<//. 

(2; Being members of organisations docleuod criminal 

by the International Military Tribunal in Case No.l, 
i.e. of the Gestapo and the S.S., with knowledge 
that the 3aid organizations were being used in the 
commission of acta declared criminal by Article 6 
of the Charter of the I.M.T.,... and were personally 
implicated in the commission of such c riminals acts. 

Verdict: The name of Schmidt was stricken from the charge 

■ sheet and ho was not beforo the court. 

Hinkel was found guilty of first charge. Second 
charge stricken from the charge sheet. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 20 years. 

Approved. 

565 ) Trial of Heinz Hagendorf, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial: 8th - 9th August 1946 at Daohau. 

Charger That as a German soldior, at Herv r elez, Belgium, he 
wrongfully used the Red Cross emblem in a combat 
zone by firing a weapon at American soldiers from 
---' ' an- -arwroy ambulance displaying such emblem. 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sontonce: Imprisonment for 6 months. 

■ Approved. 

566) Trial of Hans Saur, a German national. 

Date &■ Place of Trial: 17th May 1946 at Salzburg. 

Chargo: Being concerned in the killing of throo unknown 

American prisoners of war. 

Verdiot; Guilty. 

Sentence: Death by hanging. 

Approvod. 

567 ) Trial of Karl Grosch and 2 others, Goman nationals. 

Date & place of Trial: 20th - 21st February 1947 at Dachau. 

Chargo: Boing concerned in the killing of 5 members of 

the U. S. Army, unknown prisoners of war. 

Verdict: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for life, 1, 

" •" 20 years, 1. 

Findings approved, but sentence to life imprisonment 
mitigated to imprisonment for 25 years. Other 

• sentences approved, 

568) Trial of Rudolf Dirnagol and 2 others. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 11th - 13 th August 194-7 at Dachau 

Charge: B 0 ing oonccrnud in the killing of 5 unknown 

American prisoners of war. 

Verdiot: -Ono accused was neither served nor tried. 

Two accuse i found not guilty. 
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569 ) Trial of Karl Mack, a G-ermnn national* 

Data & Place of Trial: 11th Juno 1947 at Dachau, 

Charge J • Being concornodL in the killing of an xunorican R)W, 

Vg rdiot• Not guilty* 

570) Trial of Bernhard Schlarp, a German national, 

Date & Place of Trial: 7th - 8th August 1947 at Dachau, 

Charge: Being ccncornod in tho killing of four American PoV/s, 

Verdict: N 0 t guilty, 

571) Trial of Paul Schult, a German national. 

Data & Plaao of Trial: 12th Juno 1947 at Dachau-. 

Charge: That ho participated in assaults upon an -jnorican 

prisoner of war. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 

572) Trial of Yoshio Nakanishi, a member of tho Japanoae army* 

J, Date & place of Trial: 12th - 16th May 1947 at Yokohama, 

Charge: That he failed to discharge his duty as Commander 

of PcW camps by permitting Allied p 0 Ws to do work 
directly rolated to tho oporation of the war* that 
ho failed to provide adequate rations, shelter, 
et?., thereby contributing to the sickness and 
disease of numerous Allied PoVVs; that ho mistreated 
an unidentified allied PoW; that he permitted members 
of his command and porsons under his supervision 
and control to commit atrocities and other offences 
against Allied PoWs, (6 charges, with 26 examplos of 
tho last.) 

Verdict: Guilty of 2 charges, with exceptions. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 15 years with hard labour# 

573) Trial of Masaaki Murai, a Japanese national* 

Date & P}ace of Trial: 24 th - 26th March 1947 at Yokohama. 

Charge; Ill-treatment, torture and abuse of Dutch, American 

and other Allied Prisoners of War. (l charge, with 
6 specifications). 

Verdict: Guilty, 

Sentenoe: Imprisonment for 8 yoars with hard labour# 

574) Trial of M&sao Niohizawa and 6 others, Japancso nationals, 

J, Date & place of Trial: (probably) 20th July 1946 at Yokohama, 
Charge: Committing cruel, inhuman and brutal acts, atroci¬ 

ties and other offences against certain Amerioan 
and Allied prisoners of war in a Po'W camp. 

Verdict: The information available is not complete, but 

suggests that one was found not guilty and six 
we re found guilty. 

Sentences: Original sentences not shown but tho reviewing 
authority commuted one sentence to imprisonment 
for life, one to imprisonment for 40 years, one 
for 30 yoars, etc. 

575) Trial of Masami Fujimoto, a Japanese national, 

J. Date & Place of Trial: (Probably) March 1947 at Manila* 

Charge: Assault and mistreatment of Filipino civilians. 

Verdiot: ) Not shown on document available, 

Sontenco: ) 
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576) Trial of Johann Singer, a Rumanian national* 

Dato & Place of Trial: 13th - 14th Novambar 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: That he wrongfully enoouragod and participated in. 1 

the killing of approximate^ 3 non-German nationals 
inmates of Buchonwald Concentration Comp* 

Verdicts . Not guilty, 

577) Trial of Ludwig Fischer, a German national* 

Date & Place of Trials 20th - ^lst OotuL^r 1947 at Dachau* 

Charge: (l) Boing concerned in tho killing of an unknown non- 

German national, an inmate of Buchonwald Concentration 
Camp* 

(2). Being concemod in tho killing of approximately 5 

non-German nationals, inmat as of Buchonwald Concontra*- 
tion Camp, 

Vordiot: Not guilty, 

576) Trial of Kurt Gottzmann, a German national* 

Dato & Place of. T r ial: 7th - 13th Novonbor 1947 at Dachau, 

Charges Being concemod in tho killing of approximately 30 

non-German nationals, inmates of Flossonburg Concentres- 
tion Caflip, 

Verdict: . Not guilty, 

579) Trial of Friedrich Christian lutz, a German national, 

Dato & Place of Trial: 28th - 2§th October 1947 at Dachau* 

Charge: B Q ing ooncemod in the concentration camp inmate march 

from Schw:irzcnfcld, Germany* to Stomsriod, Germany* • 

, tho conducting of which evacuation march included the 

wrongful killing of approximately 100 unknown non- 
German nationals, inmatos of Flossonburg Concentration 
Camp. 

Verdicts Not guilty, 

580) Trial of Rudolf Lann, a German national, 

Dato & place of Trials 27th - 28th May 1947 at Dachau* * 

Charges Being concerned in the wrongful killing of non-German 
nationals, inmatos of the Mauthauson Concentration 
Camp; boing oonnornod in the killing of an unknown 
citizen of Franco, an inmato of Wioner-Noudorf Concen¬ 
tration Camp; and being concemod in tho killing of an 
unknown citizen of Poland, an inmato of tho Wienor- 
. Noudorf concentration camp* (3 charges). 

Verdict: Guilty of ohargos I and III, 

Sontonco: Imprisonment for life. 

Approved, 

581) Trial of Miohail G.robinaki, a Roumanian national. 

Data & Place of Trials 22nd - 23rd October 1947 at Dachau, 

Charges Being concomod in the killing of 3 unknown non-German 
nationals, inmatos of Nordhauson Conoontration Camp, 
Verdicts Net guilty, ' .. 

Trial of Georg Doffnor. 

Dato & Place of Trials 6th - 11th February 1947 at Dachau, 

Charges Two charges similar to case No,535* 

Verdicts Guilty, 

Sontonco: Inprisonmont for 3 years. 

Approved, 

Trial of Mathias Josef Potor Krobor and Johann Kullik, known as Krosso, 
Dato & Placo of Trial: 26th Fob, - 3-rd March 1947 at Dachau, 

Chargo: Two charges similar to caso No, 535 , 

Verdict: Both found guilty. 

Sentences: Krobor, Imprisonment for 11 years, 

Kullik (Kresoo), Imprisonment for 5 years. 

Approved, 


582 ) 


583 ) 
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576) Trial of Johann Singer, a Rumanian national# 

Data & Place of Triali 13th - 14th Novombor 1947 at Dachau# 

Chargo: That ha wrongfully encouraged and partioipatad in. • 

tha killing of approximate^ 3 non-German nationals 
Inmates of Buchonwald Concentration Camp# 

Vordiot: _ Not guilty# 

577) Trial of Ludwig Fischor, a Gorman national# 

Date & Place of Triali 2Uth - 21st October 194/ at Daohau# 

Chargo: (l) Boing concerned in tho killing of an unknown non- 

German national, an inmato of Buchonwald Concentration 
Camp# 

(2). Being concerned in tho killing of approximately 5 

non-German nationals, inmates of Buchonwald Concontra- 
tion Camp# 

Vordiot: Not guilty. 

578) Trial of Kurt Gottzmann, a German national# 

Dato & Flaca of, T r ials 7th - 13th November 1947 at Dachau. 

Chargo1 Being concerned in tho killing of approximately 30 

non-German nationals, inmatus of Flossonburg Concentra¬ 
tion Camp# 

Verdict: , Not guilty. 

579) Trial of Friedrich Christian lutz, a German national. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 28th - 29th Octobor 1947 at Dachau# 

Chargo: B e ing oonoomod in the concentration camp inmate march 

, from Sohwarzonfcld, Germany, to Stamsriod, Germany, • 

. the conducting of which evacuation march included the 

wrongful killing of approximately 100 unknown non- 
German nationals, inmatos of Flossonburg Concentration 
Camp. 

Vordiot1 Not guilty# 

580) Trial of Rudolf Lann, a German national. 

Date & Place of Trial; 27th - 28th May 1947 at DnChau# ♦ 

Chargo: Being concerned in the wrongful killing of non-German 

nationals, inmatos of tho Mauthauson Concentration 
Camp; being concomod in the killing of an unknown 
citizon of prance, an inmato of Wionor-Noudorf Concen¬ 
tration Camp; and being concomod in tho killing of an 
unknown citizon of Poland, an inmato of tho Wienor- 
Noudorf concentration camp# (3 chargos). 

Verdict: Guilty of ohargos I and III. 

Sontonco: imprisonment for life. 

Approved!. 

581) Trial of Miohail G.rebinski, a Roumanian national. 

Dato & Place of Trial; 22nd - 23rd October 1947 at Dachau. 

Chargo: Being oonoomod in tho killing of 3 unknown non-German 

nationals, inmatos of Nordhauson Concentration Comp. 

Verdict: Nqt guilty# • 

502) Trial of Georg Doffnor. 

Date & Place of Trial: 6th - l^th February 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: Two charges similar to case No.535# 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontonoo: Imprisonmont for 3 years. 

Approved. 

• 

583) Tried of Mathias Josof Potor Krobor and Johann Kullik, known as Kresso. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 26th Fob. - 3rd March 1947 at Dachau. 

Chargo: Two charges similar to caso No, 535. 

Verdict: Both found guilty. 

Sentences: Krobor, Imprisonnont for 11 years. 

Kullik (Kresso), Imprisonment for 5 years# 

Approved# 








584) - Trial of Josef Haeussler and 3 others, Gorman nationals# 

Date <5c Place of Trial: 6th - 10th Maroh 191*7 at Dachau* 

Charge: Two charges similar to case No* 555* 

Verdict: One person was served hut not tried# 

Throe found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonmont for 3 years, 1, 
n it 2 »• 2 # 

Approved, 

585) Trial of Karl Kuczmiorczyk, an Austrian national. 

Dato A Place of Trial: 16th May 1947 at Dachau, 

Charge; Tv*> chargos similar to case No* 535* 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentonoo: Death by hanging# 

Sentoncc comnuted to imprisonmont for life# 

586) Trial of Erich Wippcrmann, a German national# 

Dato & P^aco of Trial: l6th - 23 rd May 1947 at Dachau# 

Charge: That ho killod two American prisoners of war by 

shooting, and that ho was concerned in the killing 
of a third American prisoner of war. (2 chargos). 
Verdict: Guilty,. 

Sontenoe: Imprisonment for 20 yoars. 

Approved* 

587 ) Trial of Friedrich Wilhelm Altona, a German national, 

Dato & Place of Trial: 17th - 19th Soptcmbor 1947 at Daohau# 

Charge: That ho participated in tho killing of an «morican 

prisonor of war. 

Verdict; Guilty.. 

Sentence: Imprisonmont for life. 

Approved. 

■ 588 ) Trial of Wilhelm Lang ani 6 others, Goman nationals# 

Date 4 Place of Trial: 5th - 13th Dooerabcr 1946 at Dachau# 

Charge: Being concornod in the killing of throe American 

prisoners of war, ani being ooncernod in oonnitting 
assaults upon three mombors of tho American Amy* 

(2 charges). 

¥brelict: One accusod died on 6th Maroh 1947 from natural causes* 

Ono accusod was served but not triod* 

Five wore found guilty. 

Sentences: Inprisonment for 25 years, 1, 

" " 20 " 1 , 

11 11 15 ii i $ 

11 ii 10 •• 2 . 

Sentences to 25 years, and 10 yoars, disapproved# 
Remaining two sentonoas approved. 

58?) Trial of Eugon Katzenmoior, a German national. 

. Dato & Place of Trial: 7th - 8th Octobor 1946 at Daohau# . 

Charge: * Being conoomod in tho killing of an unknown Amerioan 
prisoner of war# 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentonoo: Imprisonment for life 

. Approved# 

590) Trial of Hormann Bruocknor anl *-rno Boornsohein, Gorman nationals# 
Dato & Place of Trial: 10th - 12th Maroh 1947 at Daohau# 

Ohargo: Participating in tho killing of an Amerioan prisoner 

of war. 

Vbrdict: Boornschoin, not guilty# 

Bruooknor, guilty. 

Sentonoo: Imprisonment for life. 

Approved, 
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59l) Trial of Potor Etsch and Heinrich Schmitt, German nationals. 

Data & Pjaoo of Trial* 20th February 1947 at Daohau. 

Chargoi Participation in assaults upon an unknown American 
PoW. 

Verdict* Both found guilty. 

Sentence a: imprisonment for 2 years with hard labour, 2. 
Approved. 

392) Trial of A.ari Goggua, a German national. 

Data & Place of Trial* 27th May 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: Participation in assaults upon an unknown American 

prisoner of war. 

Verdict* Guilty. 

Sentences Imprisonment for 2 years with hard labour* 

Approved. 

Trial of Richard’Franks (alias Rijort Franks), a German national. 
Date & Place of Trial: 11th - 12th March 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: Participation in an assault on an unknown American 

Soldier, a prisoner of war, 

Verdiot * Guilty. 

Sentences Imprisonment for 2j years, commencing June 1945* 
Approved. 

• % * 

Trial of Herman Friedrich and 9 others, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial* 20th - 25th September 1946 at Daohau. 
Ohargot Being concornod in an assault upon unknown members 
. of the U. S.Army, prisoners of war. 

Verdict* All found guilty. 

Sontonocs* Imprisonment for 3 yoara, 2, 

, " " 20 months,1, 

" " 18 " 3 , 

• " "1 year, 4. 

9 sentences oommenood September 1945# one in March 
1945* One sontonoo disapproved, and nine approved, 

595) Trial of Heinrich Otto and 2 others, German nationals. 

Date & Place of Trial: 30th April - 2nd May 1947 at Daohau. 
Oharga: Being conoomod in tho killing of an Amcrioan PoW. 

, j Verdiot; No information whatever is available regarding ono 

person named on tho charge sheet. 

The other two woro found guilty. 

Sentences: Death by hanging, 1, 

Imprisonment for ono yoar, 1. 

Approved. 

596) Trial of Otto Pesohko and Josef Schmitz, German nationals. 

Dato & Piaco of Trial: 2nd - 3rd April 1947 at Dachau. 

Charge: Being concornod in tho killing of an American PoW. 

Vordiot: Not guilty, 1, 

Guilty, 1. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for life. 

Approved, 


593) 

r% 

594) 










av¬ 



iso) Trial of Karl Benz a,iul Kat Karina, Hahn. 

Date & Place of Trial: 4th November 1947 at Metz. 

Charge: Benz: Theft. 

Hahn: Receiving stolen goods* 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating circumstances in 

favour of both. 

Sentences: Bonz: Imprisorment for 18 months, 

Hahn: " " U " 


10l) Trial qf Julius Meitzlor and Friedrich Sohmidt. 

Date & Piaoo of Trial: 4th November, 1947 at Metz* 

Charge: Theft. 

Verdict: Guilty, but with oxtomating circumstance* in favour 

of both. 

Sentences: Mcitzler: Imprisonment for 21 nonths, 

Schmidt: " "1 year. 


102) Trial of Henri Charlos Classen. 

* Date & Place of Trial: 4th November 3947 at Metz# 
Ohargo: Deliberate violence. 

Verdict: Not guilty. 


I83) Trial of Werner Amann and Franz Auor. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 25th Novcmbor 1947 at Metz. 

Ohargo: Both: Blows and deliberate wounding, and a* to 

Auer: Theft. 

Vordiotj Both guilty. 

Sontenocs: Imprisonment for 5 years, and a fine for tatfc* 


184) Trial of Louis Augus'to Ferraro so, 

Date & Place of Trial: 6th November 1947 at Marseille, 
Charge: Illegal arrest and imprisonment. 

Verdioti Guilty, 

Sentence: Death. 


1*5) Trial of Heinz Mullor,Heinrich Ebel and Peter Knichcl. 
Date & Place of Trial: 7th November 1947 at Metz. 
Charge: Ebol and Knichcl: Voluntary homicide. 

* Muller: Complicity in voluntary homicide* 

Vordict: Ebol, Not guilty. 

The other two, guilty but v.ith extenuating 
circumstances in favour of Muller. 
Sentences: Muller: Ponal servitude for 20 years, 

Knichel: " " " life. 

Muller appealed. 

186 ) Trial of Gustavo Arlautzky. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 7th Novcmbor 1947 at Metz* 
Ohargo: Voluntary homicide. 

Vordict: Guilty, 

Sentence: Ponal servitude for 20 years* 

187 ) Trial of Augusta Bernhard. 

Dato & Place of Trial: 7th November 1947 at Motz. 
Ohargo: Deliberate violence. 

Vordiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years, and a fine, 

108 ) Trial of Karl Sichor. 

Date & Placo of Trial: 7th November 1947.at Metz. 
Charge: Theft. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sontenoe: Imprisonment for 3 years. 


ri 
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189) Trial of Heinrich Struck and Kiohl (1st name not shown). 

Date & Place of Trial: 13 th November 1947 at Lyon* 

Charge: Murder. 

Verdict: Kiohl guilty of nurder; Struck guilty only of 

striking and wounding* Extenuating circumstances 
in favour of both. 

Sentences; 3truok, imprisormont i'or 2 years, 

Kiohl, Penal servitude for lifo 0 
Struck appealed. 

190) Trial of lL.ua Joseph hooker. 

Date & Place of Trial? 13 th November 1947 at Lyon. 

Chargo: Voluntary homicide 0 

Vordictj Not guilty. 

191) Trial of Walter Tinrn and 6 others. 

Date A’Placo of Trial: 13th November 1947 at Lyon. 

Chargo: Arbitrary arrost and imprisonment and complicity in 

blows and voluntary wounding. 

Verdict: Not guilty, 2, 

Guilty, 5. 

Sontcncos: Penal servitude for 20 years, 3* 

. 11 11 11 tj 11 2 . 

1 92 ) Trial of Morguerit 0 Magno. 

Date & Piace of Trial: 23rd October 3947 at Marseille. 

Charge; Conspiracy, illegal arrost, illegal imprisonment, 
torturo and acts of pillage. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence* Death. 

193) Trial cf Aloys Paukner.. 

Date & Place of Trial: 25th November 1947 at Metz. 

Charge: Theft. 

Verdiot: Guilty,, 

•Sentence:. Imprisonment for 5 years and a fine. 

194) Trial of Hermann Martin. 

Date & place of Trial: 25th November 1947 at Motz. 

Charge: Murder. 

Verdict: Guilty. 

Sentence: Death. 

195) Trial of Hermann Schilling. 

Dato & Place of Tidal: -25th November 1947 at Motz. 

Charge: Fraud. 

• Verdiot: Guilty on one count, and with oxtenuating circumstances. 

Sontonco: Imprisonment for 6 months. 

196) Trial of Jean Georges Stuckor. 

Date & Place of Trial: 25th N 0 vombor 1947 at Metz. 

Charge: • Complicity in illegal imprisonment and attempts at 
illegal imprisonment. 

Verdict: Guilty on some counts but with extenuating circumstanoos. 

■ Sontonco: Imprisonment for 2 years. 

197) Trial of Agoton (alias Axton), Ronmlar and 3 others. 

Dato & placo of Trial: 25 th N 0 vonibor 1947 at Metz. 

Charge; Theft. 

Verdict,: All found guilty. 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 5 years and a fine for each. 
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198) Trial of Willi Buoh. 

Data & Place of Trial; 2nd December 1947 at Metz, 

Oharget Receiving of stolon goods, 

Verdiot; Guilty but with extenuating circumatanoes. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 2 years, 

199) Trial of Jakob Ur harm. 

Date A Piaoe of Trial: 9th Dooombcr 1947 at Metz, 

Charge; Theft. 

Verdiot: Guilty. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 18 months, 

20l) Trial of Anton pltzer. 

Date & Place of Trial; 9th Docember 1947 at Motz, 

Charge: Deliberate violonoo, 

Verdiot; Guilty but v-ith oxtenuating circumstanoos. 

Sentence; Imprisonment for 18 months, 

201) Trial of P6tor Heu. 

Date A Piaoe of Trial; 9th December 1947 at Metz. 

Charge; T^eft. 

Vordict: Guilty, but with oxtenuating ciroumstanoes. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 3 years. 

202) Trial of Fernand May. 

Date & Piaoe of Trial; 9th Docembor 1947 at Metz, 

Charge: Blows and deliberate violcnco. 

Verdiot: Guilty but with extenuating cirourastanous. 

Sentence: Imprisonment for 2 years* 

203) Trial of Alois Klinkharanor, 

Dato A Placo of Trial: 7th January 1948 at Metz, 

Chargo: Complicity in illegal imprisonment, 

Vordict: Guilty but with extenuating oiroumstanoos, 

Sontonco: Ponal sorvitudo for 10 years, 

204) Trial of Pidtro Fiore11ini. 

Date & Place of Trial; 12th January 1948 at Paris, 

Chargo: Attempts against tho publio safety, nurdars, striking 

and deliberate wnunding. 

Verdict; Proceedings wore disoontinuod as regards striking and 
doliborato wounding, but tho accused was found guilty 
of killing French doporteos. 

Sontonco: Doath, 

205) Trial of Herbert Groto and 2 others. 

Date A Placo of Trial: 13 th January 1948 at Bordeaux, 

Charge: Complicity in murder, and murder. 

Verdict: N 0 t guilty, 2, 

Groto guilty, but with extenuating oircumstanoos. 
Sentence: Ponal sorvitudo for 20 yoars, 

Crete appoalod, 

206) Trial of Paul Braohmann. 

Dato & Place of Trial:l6th January 1948 at Mots, 

Chargo; Theft, 

Verdict; Guilty but with extenuating oircumstanoos, 

Sontonco: Imprisonment for 15 days, A pardon was grantod* 

207) Trial of Emil Frdddrioh Nitscho, 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 20th January 1948 at Motz, 

Charge: Embo z si eao nt. 

Verdict: Not guilty. 
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208) Trial of Eugen Tritschler and Karl Muller* 

Data & place of Trial: 20th January, 1948 at Metz. 

Charge: Theft. 

Verdiot: Guilty lut with extenuating circurastanoes* 

Sentences: Imprisonment for 2 years, 2, but a parclon was 
granted to the benofit of Tricsohlor* 

209) Trial of Arno Stieding. 

Date & Plaoo of Trial: 20th January 1948 at Metz* 

Charge: Murder and attempted mi*dn r , 

Verdiot: Guilty but with extenuating circumstanoes. 

Sentence: Penal servitude for 10 years* 

210) Trial of Karl Gerstlauor. 

Dato & Placo of Trial: 20th January 194-8 at Metz* 

Charge: Deportation of civilians under French jurisdiction* 

Verdict: Guilty, but with extenuating oircumstanoos* 

Sentenco: Imprisonment for 5 years. 

211) Trial of Holmuth Hipp, vTilhlcn Half and Karl Heintz Schirmachor* 

Date & Placo of Trial: 21st January 1948 at Lyon. 

Charge: ' putting to doath "as reprisals". 

Verdict: Hipp and Hulf, not guilty* 

A provious sentenco of doath passod on Sohirmaohor 
by the permanent Military Tribunal at Dijon on 7th 
February 1947 was annulled. 

212) Trial of Heinz Hoppe. 

Date & Place of Trial: 28th January 1948 at Metz* 

Charge: Murder, 

Verdict: Guilty but with extonuating circumstances* 

Sentence: Penal servitude for 10 years* 

213) Trial of Emile Trautwoin. 

Date & p^ace of Trial: 28th January 1948 at Metz* 

Charge: Deliberate striking and. wounding* 

Verdict: Guilty* 

Sontenco: Penal servitude for 20 years* 


XI. Dutch Cases: 

2) Trial of Yamamoto Soichi. 

Date & Place of Trial: 31st October 1946 before a Netherlands 
Temporary Court Martial at Pontianak. 

Charge: Mass murder and provocation to mass nurder through 

misuse of authority* 

Verdict: Guilty* 

Sontonce: Death. 
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Shcrtly after the United Nations ¥ar Crimes Camnission was created, it 
recommended to the Governments that National War Crimes Offices be established 
to investigate in the first instance reports concerning war crimes and to 
submit to the Commission in the form requested, charges concerning the 
cffcncoo invoctigated by then. 

In response te the rocamcnc!aticn, Agencies cf tW* Hnd 

were set up by all Governments, members of tho Commission. 



In the investigation of war crimes, and examination of charges submitted 
by the National Offices, the Commission, as an international organisation 
decided whether there was a case justifying the arrest and handing over 
for trial of the accused by the apprehending authorities who were thus not 
called upon to act upon ex parte statements by a single Government. 

Cases filed with the Cor.ii.iission were, according to the Commission's 
rules of procedure, examined by Committee I (Committee on Facts and Evidence), 
in the presence oi representatives uf thu Governments (National Offices) 
submitting the charges. The Commission then reported to tho member Govern¬ 
ments cases of war crimes in which there appeared to be either prina facie 
evidence sufficient to justify the apprehension and trial of individuals 
accused of war crimes, or else sufficient grounds to consider the wanted 
persons as suspects or material witnesses. This was the second stage of 
Committee I's work and in this respect the Commission has functioned in a 
manner resembling that of a committing magistrate, reporting to the Govern¬ 
ments names of the individuals accused. This \/ao done in the form of the 
Commission's lists of War Criminals with ’which also all apprehending 
authorities concerned were supplied and thus were called upon to take tho 
necessary action. 


The present document covers only tho statistical aspect of over four 
years work of Committee I composed of tho following Members and their Deputies: 


* 


Chairmen: Monsieur de Baer (Belgium) up to 25 September, 1917- 

Sir Robert Cr.aigie (United Kingdom) from 25 September, 1947. 

Hr. E,W. Kintner (United States) Joint Chairman 25 September 1947 

to 9 January 1948. 


Members: Lord 'Wright, Chairman of the Commission (Australia) 

Colonel R.M. Springer (Mr. E.W. Kintner) (United States) 
Dr. E. Zeman (Czechoslovakia) 

Dr. J, Aars Rynning (Kor\/ay) 

Secretary: Dr. J. Litavski, Legal Officer (Poland) 


and, at the earlier sta.ge of its activities, also of: 

Sir Cecil Hurst (United Kingdom) 

Lord Finlay (United Kingdom) 

Colonel J.V. Hodgson (Captain Wolff) (United States) 

Mr. J. Oldham (deputy) (Australia) 

Dr. B. Ecar (Dr. Mayr-Horting and Dr. L. Neumann)(Czechoslovakia) 
Dr. J.M. de Moor (Netherlands) 
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T ii B L E I 


TOTAL NUMBER OF CASES (DOSSIERS) RECEIVED 3Y THE COMMISSION 


The following figures show the total number of cases 
(dossiers) decided upon by the Con unission, irrespective of the • 
nationality of war criminals charged therein and the Governments 
(memb<?l'3 of the Commission) by which they have been submitted. 


Year 

Cases (Dossiers) 

1944 

464 

1945 

1,726 

1946 

2,512 

1947 

2,817 

1948 (to 31 March) 

659 


8,178 


Note 


1. First cases registered by the Commission were received on 

1st February, 1944« 

2. /JLl cases fall under two categories: (a) individual cases 
and (b) collective cases, according to whether they include 
charges against one or more persons or units, and no 
distinction between these two categories has been made 
while arriving at the above figures. 

3. The total number of persons and units actually charged and 
listed by the Coinmission (Tables II, III and the following) 
is considerably higher them that of cases (dossiers) 
submitted. The following figures show the total number of 

persons and units listed, irrespective of their nationality. 

Year 

Persons and Units 

1944 

762 

1945 

8,442 

1946 

12,236 

1947 

11,822 

t * 

1948 (to 31 March) 

3,548 


36,810 
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EXFLAMATORY NOTE ON TABLES II - VIII. 

The following Tables II 'aid III, and consequently also 
Tables IV-VIII, have been set up on the basis of periodical Lists 
of War Criminals issued by the Commission and not upon the General 
Alpiuibe lical Iude.A. ui as ,,H '^1 the Cs„«„a.ceacn 

were being registered and examined by Committee I according to 
countries submitting them, the periodical Lists of War Criminals 
have been prepared accordingly, each of them including all persons 
or units charged by one country, irrespective of whether any of 
them might have been s.lso charged by any other country. Some of 
them, in fact, have been charged several times. Therefore, the 
figures shown in 'fabler II and III do not represent the total 
number of persons and units actually listed in the General Alphabetical 
Index of War Criminals kept by the Commission. As the publication 
of such alphabetical and consolidated index must necessarily be deferred 
until the remaining Lists are issued, the total number of persons and 
units actually listed by the Commission to date is not available. 
Nevertheless, it may be safely assumed that the number of persons and 
units listed several times in the periodical Lists does not exceed 
1 ;% of the total figures in Tables II .and III. 


While arriving at the figures shewn in Tables II-VIII, 
account has been taken of all changes and alterations in each 
List as indicated in subsequent Lists. 

Repartition of Tables II and III according to individual 
countries submitting charges,and nationality of persons or units 
charged and listed, is shown in Tables IV-VIII. 

Cases which have not be an accepted by Committee I, and 
adjourned or withdrawn cases, aj> shown in Table X. 
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TABLE II 


TOTiiL NUMBER OF PERSONS CtL'JtGED BY THE GOVERNMENTS 
AND LISTED BY THE COMMISSION 

Material 



War Criminals 

Suspects 

Witnesses 

TOTAL 

Ge roans 

22,409 

9,339 

2,522 

34,270 

Japanese + 

363 

60 

17 

A40 

Italians 

1,204 

69 

13 

1,286 

Albanians 

9 

29 

- 

38 

Bulgarians 

402 

20 

- 

422 

Hungarians 

62 

3 

4 

69 

Rumanians 

4 

- 

- 

4 


24,453 

9,520 

2,556 

36,529 


+ These figures do not. iiiclude Japanese listed by the Sub-Commission 
(TABLE XIII) 


Note 

1. Additional charges brought against persons once charged by the same 
Government and listed, are not included. These are shown in 
TABLE IX. 

2. Persons listed as unknown by name are included in the above figures. 

3« Tn cases where the description of a person charged readss 

*‘XY head of....or his successor or successors at the material time", 
each case has been counted as involving one person. 

In cases where the description of a group of persons charged 
involves -n uns, ecified number of persons unknown by name and 
holding s .milar official positions in a number of unspecified but 
different places of the sam ■ administrative district or region - 
each group has been counted as a unit (See TABLE III). 
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TABLE III . 

TOTAL NUMBER OF UNITS CILJtGED BY THE GOVERNMENTS 
;JTO LISTED la THE COMMISSION. 



WAR CRIMINALS 

SUSPECTS 

MATERIAL 

WITNESSES 

■ 

■ 

■ 

• 

TOTAL 

Geipians 

70 

184 

2 

• 

• 

256 

Japanese 

13 

12 

- 

• 

• 

25 

. 

— 

—— 

— 

• 

V 

— 


83 

196 

2 


281 


Note. 


1. In cases where the description of a group of 
persons charged involves an unspecified number 
of persons unknown by name and holding similar 
official positions in a number of unspecified but 
different places of the same administrative district 
or region - each group has been counted as a unit. 

2. Additional charges brought against units once 
charged by the same Government and listed, are 
not included. These are shown in TABLE IX. 


3. The description "Unit" means not only military 

or para-military units, but also members of civil 
enemy bodies charged collectively in view of 
their official position. 
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TABLE IV 



NUMBER 

OF FERSONS QL.RGSD BY THE GOVERNMENTS 




i.ND LISTED BY THE 

COMMISSION 




GERMANS 


Material 


Total 

• War Criminals 

• 

Suspects 

Witnesses 

AUSTRALIA + 


• 

; (See United Kingdom) 

■ 


BELGIUM 

4,592 

2,471 

1,422 

699 

CANAD A 

30 

22 

1 

7 

-Jt am 

1 

1 

- 

- 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

1,543 

1,103 

428 

12 

DEinMAEK 

155 

148 

11 +++ ' 

- 

FRANCE 

12,546 

7,483 

4,291 

772 

GREECE 

339 

310 

22 

7 

INDIA + 


(See United Kingdom) 


LUXEMBURG 

90 

81 

9 

- 

NETHERLANDS 

2,423 

1,343 

319 

761 

NEW’ ZEALAND + 


(Sec United Kingdom) 


NORWAY 

209 

191 +++ - 

13 +++ ' 

5 

#L,ND 

7,805 

5,445 

2,270 

90 

UNITED KINGDOM 

1,709 

1,598 

60 +4 - + ‘ 

51 

UNITED STATES 

828 

695 

98 

35 

YUGOSLAVIA 

1,926 

1,454 

391 

81 

COMMISSION ++ 

70 

64 

4 

2 


34,270 

22,409 

9,339 

2,522 


+ Australian, Indian and New Zealand cases against German war criminals have 
been submitter 1 +trough the United Kingdom National Office and have been 
included in the latter '3 figures. A number of Canadian cases other than 
those indicated ' ovo have also been submitted through the T nited Kingdom 
' .tional Office, aid are included in the latter '3 figures. 

. f Those jrerconn have, been listed by the Commission on its ovm initiative, 

+++ Those figures are"lo..-r than t osc shown in the previous Report in view of 

J e fact that a number of persons previously listed have been removed fren 
4. Cor mission's ..ista on the request of the Danish, Norwegian and United 
Kirgdon Goverrmei ,s respectively. 








NUMBER OP PERSONS CHARGED BY THE GOVERNMENTS 


AND LISTED PY THE COMMISSION 


» ' 

Total 

Jajrj.i'mon 

War Criminals 

Suspects 

Material 

Witnesses 

AUSTRALIA 

94 

82 

3 

9 

BELGIUM 

- 

- 

- 

- 

CANADA 

- 

- 

- 

- 

CHINA + 

See 

Nanking (Chungking) 

Lists: TABLE XIII 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

- 

- 

- 

- 

DENMARK 

- 

- 

- 

- 

PRilNCE 

3 

3 

- 

- 

GREECE 

- 

- 

- 

- 

INDIA 


(See United Kingdom) 

> 

LUXEMBURG 

- 

- 

- 

- 

NETHERLANDS 

- 

- 

tm 

- 

NEW ZEALAND 

NORWAY 


(See United Kingdom) 


POLAND 

- 

- 

- 

- 

UNITED KINGDOM ++ 

120 

84 

28 

8 

UNITED STATES +++ 

223 

194 

29 

- 

YUGOSLAVIA 

- 

- 

- 

- 

COMMISSION 

- 

- 

- 

- 


— 

— 

— 

— 


440 

363 

60 

17 


+ Chinese cases were listed by the Sub-Corn tission in Nanking (Chungking). 

++ A number of these cases have been submitted by the United Kingdom on 
behalf of the Indian and New Zealand National Offices. 

+++ In addition to these a number of Japanese war criminals charged by the 

United States have been listed by the Sub-Coj;anission in Nanking (Chungking). 
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TABLE VI 

NUMBER OP FERSONS CHARGED BY THE GOVERNMENTS 
..ND LISTED BY TIE COMMISSION 




IT A, L, NS 




Total 

War Criminals Suspects 

• 

Material 

Witnesses 

AUSTRALIA 


(See United Kingdom) 



BELGIUM 

- 

- 

- 

- 

CANADA 


(Sec United Kingdom) 



CHINA 

- 

- 

*• 

• 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

- 

- 

- 

- 

DENMARK 

- 

- 

- 

- 

ETHIOPIA 

10 

8 

2 

- 

PRINCE 

85 

80 

5 

- 

GREECE 

191 

179 

11 

1 

INDIA 


(See United Kingdom) 



LUXEMBURG 

- 

- 

- 

- 

NETHERLANDS 

- 

- 

- 

- 

NEW ZEALAND 


(See United Kingdom) 



NORWAY 

- 

- 

- 

- 

POLAND 

- 

- 

- 

- 

UNITED KINGDOM 

+ 188 

170 

9 

9 

UNITED STATES 

3 

3 

- 

- 

YUGOSLAVIA 

i 

009 

764 

42 

3 

COMMISSION 

- 

• 


— 


1,286 

1,204 

69 

13 


t 

+ n luvuber of those cases nave hoc, sub. dtted by the United Kingdom 
on behalf of the Australian, Oanadiun, Indian uid New Zealand 
National Offices. 
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H 
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1 
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TOTAL 


War Crirdnals 
Suspects 

Material Yitnesses 


TOTAL 


War Criminals 
Suspects 

Material Witnesses 


TOTAL 


Ear Criminals 

1 

Suspects 

i 

Material Witnesses 


' TOTAL 




Ear Criminals 

S 

Suspects 

§ 

Material Witnesses 


NUMBER OF PERSONS CHARGED BY THE GOVERNMENTS 
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2 L E VIII. 


NUIPED OF UNITS CHARGED BY THE GOVERNMENTS 
-iD LICTED lx tip: CCM:ic5ICir. 


GERMAN JAPANESE 



Total 

War Sus 

- Material | 

Total 

War 

—r— 

1 

Suspects 

-A - 

1 Material 


5 

rininals pects ,fitnesses 1 


Criminals 

1 


1 .fitnesses 

AUSTRALIA 

,l!i ! 

(Included in United Kin don i 

22 

11 

1 

1 

1 

11 

1 

1 



figures) 

1 i 



1 


1 

BELGIUM 

3 

1 1 2 
f 

1 j 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

CANADA 

- 

| 

1 j 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

CHINA 

- 

1 _ 

I 

1 1 

See 

1 

Nanking (Chungking) LfLsts 

C2ECH0SL0V AKIA 

224 

58 1166 

| 

1 1 

- 


1 

1 

- 

1 

DENMARK 

- 

1 - 

| 

1 1 

- 


1 

1 

- 

1 

i ** 

FRANCE 

23 

5 j 16 

1 1 
1 2 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

Gi.aJECE 

- 

1 - 
1 

1 1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

INDIA 

(Includ 

ed ill United 

Kingdom 


mm 

1 

1 

mm 

1 

I mm 



figures) 




1 


1 

r.UXKEURG 


1 

1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 m 

Netherlands 

- 

1 - 
1 

1 1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

NEU ZEALAND 

(includt 

?d in United 

1 

Kingdom 1 

mm 


1 

1 

mm 

1 



figures) 

! ! 



1 


1 

NORWAY 

- 

1 

! - 1 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

POK'J® 

- 

1 

i - 

- 

- 

1 

1 

- 

1 

UNITED KINGDOM 

6 

6 | - 

! - 

1 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

UNITED STATES 


l 


2 

1 

J 

I 

1 

1 

YUGOSLAVIA 


1 

mm | — 


- 

- 

1 

1 

- < 

1 

(fOMMISSICN 


1 

! 

| 

]• 1 


- 

1 

1 

1 

1 

- 

1 

1 

1 


256 

70 |l84 

1 * - 

, 25 

13 

1 

1 

12 

1 

_l_ 


Note: 


For explanations see footnotes t~ TABLE III 
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T A B L E IX 


iiDIMTIJ&iL Cil.F.GES 
GLThiITTED 3Y THK COVER tftjENTS 
AND LISTED BY THE COMMISSION 


Australia . 

BELGIUM 160 

CANADA . 

CHINA . 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA . 103 

DENMARK 1 

PRiNGE 974 

GREECE 21 


INHLi 

LUXEMBURG 


NETHERLANDS . 376 

NEVf ZEALAND . 

NORWAY 3 

FOL.J© 278 

UNITED KINGDOM . 71 

UNITED STATES . 47 

YUGOSLAVS 120 

COMMISSION .. 


2,156 


Note 


This TjlBLE shows tin- total numbers of additional charges 
brought ; gainst i.-era 0113 md ujiitc ] reviously charged by 
the 3c'j' ■ Govermcnt. 
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T ABLE X 


G..3ES i iOT ACCEIVED. ..Du HRNED OR ".TTHDRAV'N 




* 


NOT ACCEITED 


AUSTRALIA 8 

• BELGIUM 6 

CiiNiALi 

CHINA 

CZECi iOSLOVAKEA 1 

IXNUARK 

FRANCE 32 


GREECE — 

INDIA 

LUXEMBURG 2 

NETHERLANDS 7 

NEW ZEALAND 
NORWAY 


POLAND 2 
UNITED KINGDOM 76 
UNITED STATES 5 
YUGOSLAVIA 7 
COMMISSION 


148 * 

+ 29 ’B' casus included 


ADJOURNED or withdrawn 


11 


7 

5 

78 

24 

19 

22 


26 

19 

93 

306 


Note i 

1. 1’he above figures do not include canes which have been rejected or 
adjourned only in art, i.o. 0/1303 where only charges against sane 

arsons or units charged collectively in a case have been for some 
reason considered 'is not sufficiently substantiated. 

2. Casus indicated as "Not acc, tod" have been rejected because Oonrnittoe 
I ./as not satisfied that there is or will be sufficient evidence to 
justify a ro.-.ecution of arsons or units charged therein. To this 
cat- gory belong also canes which, in the opinion of Committee I, do 
not constitute a ri; ,a f-vci = oon>; of a v/er crime, or oven a war crime 
at all. 











LISTS OF A,rt CRIHULuLS ISSUED BY THE COMMISSION, 


Serial 

No. 

Date of Issue 

Categories of 
Criminals 

TYPE OF LIST 

i 


19 4 4 


1 

Deoember 

A 

Germans 

2 

December 

A 

19 4 5 

Italians 

3 

March 

A 

Germans 

4 

March 

A - S - W 

Japanese 

5 

March 

A - S - W 

Germans, Italians, Albanians 
Bulgarians, Hungarians, 
Rumanians 

6 

April 

A 

Gtrmans 

7 

April 

K 

Germans Holding Key 

Positions (See TABLE XII) 

8 

May- 

A - S - \7 

Germans 

9 

May 

K 

Germans Holding Key 

Positions (See TABLE XIl) 

10 

June 

A - S - W 

Germans 

11 

July 

A - S - V/ 

Germans 

12 

July 

A - S - \7 

Italians, Hungarians 

13 

August 

A - 5 - W 

Germans 

14 

October 

A - s - y 

Germans 

15 

October 

A - S - \l 

Italians, Bulgarians 

16 

December 

A - S - XI 

Germans 


Note, 


"A" stands for WAR CRIMINALS 

"K" " " ttJt- CRTMINALS HOLDING KLY POSITIONS 

"S" " " SUSPECTS 

"7" " " MATERLM ,'ITNESSES (ENEMY). 


/continued 
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Cat egorios of 

Serial No. Date of issue criminals Type of List 


19 4 6 


17-23 

January 

A - K - W 

Japanese listed by the Sub- 

(one volume) 



Guiauission (See TABLE XT IT'l 

24 

January 

A - S - VT 

Japanese 

25 

February 

A - S - V/ 

Gormans 

26 

February 

A - S - W 

Italians, Bulgarians, 




Hungarians, Bur.ianians 

27 

March 

• 

A - S - W 

Germans 

28 

March 

A - S - ¥ 

Germans 

29 

April 

A - S 

Japanese 

(Supplement - November) 


30 

A|.ril 

A - S - W 

Germans 

31 

May 

A - S - W 

Germans 

32 

May 

A - S - W 

Germans 

33-37 

June 

A - W 

Japanese listed by the Sub- 

(one volume) 



Oummission (See TABLE XIII) 

30 

June 

A - S - W 

Germans 

39 

July 

A - S - W 

Italians 

40 

July 

a - S - W 

Germans 

41 

•“uguat 

1 

CO 

1 

Germans 

42 

September 

A - S - \7 

Germans, Italians, 




Bulgarians, Hungarians 

43 

October 

A - S - W 

Germans, Italians, Bulgarians 

44 

October 

A - S - ¥ 

Germans, Italians, Bulgarians 

45 

November 

x. - S - ¥ 

Germans 

46-49 

December 

A - 77 

Japanese listed by the Sub- 

(one volume) 



Co.-mission (See TiJ3LE XIII) 

50 

December 

A - J - W 

Germans, Italians 

51 

December 

A - S - 'll’ 

Cermons, Italians, Bulgarians 



/continued 
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Scrial No. 


Catogoi ies of 

Date of issue criminals 


Type of List 


1 9 4 7 




52 

February 

l _ w 

53 

March 

A - S - V7 

54 

March 

A - S - W 

55 

April 

A - S - W 

56 

April 

* o vr 

it " U ~ 1! 

57 

May 

A - S - ¥ 

58 

June 

A - S - W 

59 

July 

A - S - W 

60 

July 

A - S - W 

6i 

x.ugust 

A - S - W 

62 

Sol ternber 

A - S - V/ 

63 

September 

* - s - w 

64 

November 

A - S - ¥ 

65 

December 

• A - S - W 



19 4 8 

66 

January 

A - S - W 

67 

February 

A - S - W 

68-77 

re volume) 

February 

A - W 

78 

March 

A - S - W 

79 

April 

A - S - V/ 

80 

May 

A - S - »7 


Go naans, Hungarians 
(Vrmam Tf<ii i nrj«» 

Germans, Italians 
Germans, Italians 
Germans 

Gormans wanted by Poland 
Germans, Italians, Bulgarians 
Germans 

mans, It al ians 
Germans, Italians, B'L. gar ians 
Germans 

Gormans, Italians 

Germans, Italians, Albanians 

Germans, Italians, Bulgarians 


Germans, Italians, Bulgarians 
Germans 

Japanese listed by the’ Sub- 
Coi mission (See TABLE XIII) 

Germans, Italians, Bulgarians, 
Hungarians 

Germans, Italians, Bulgarians, 
Hungarians 

Germans, Italians 
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TABLE XII 


LISTS OP 


GERMAN VAlR GRIMiritLS HOLDING KEY POSITIONS 


Number of persona listed 

List 
List 


No. 7 . 353 

No. 9 . 209 



Note 


1. Persons included in the above Lists were listed by the 
Commission on its own initiative. About 250 of these 
have subsequently been eliarged by individual Governments. 

2. i. number of these versons have already been tried, or 
are now in custody as defendants or material v/itnessos 
lending possible trials under the Allied Control Council 
Law No. 10. 

3- As to the procedure adopted for listing persons holding 
key positions, reference is made to the reapootivo Lists. 


o -*- 

T ABLE XIII 

NANKING (CHUNGKING SUB-CXMIISSIOH 1 S L ISTS 
OF t LJ-ANE3E AAR CRIMINALS 
(issued up to March 1947) 


Total number of 7/ar Criminals and Material Witnesses .... 3,028 
(Sub-Commission's Lists Nos. 1, 2, 5“26) 

Total number of War Criminals holding Key Positions. 130 

(Sub-Co; aidssion's Lists Nos. 3 and 4) _ 


3,158 


Note . 

These Lists havo been repared and ude ted by the Far Eastern 
.and Pacific Sub-Coi.. in. ion in lulling (Chungking), And have 
been ru : reduced by the Ceiudr ;iun as it; Lifts Nos. 17-23, 
33-37 46-49 and 68-77 (a.^ T,J3L£ XI). 












